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would he enter upon the discussion in relation to 
slavery, for that was emphatically wandering from 
the issue. He did not believe there was a soli- 
tary member of this Congress who thought there 
had been any breach of privilege growing outof this 
far-famed mob. Why, then, keep up this discus- 
sion? Was there any member there who believed 
that any member of Congress had been engaged in 

yrloining slaves from their masters? If not, why 
should they continue the discussion of this second 
point? And if they came back to the real issue 
before them, they had nothing to justify a pro 
longed debate, for there was no proposition to 
which there could be two parties. They all ad- , 
mitted the facts to be as the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Patrrey] had stated them. No 
living man could pointto a solitary member of this 
House who was believed to be guilty of the act of 

urloining slaves, and, therefore, there was no dif- 
ference of opinion among them. But, nevertheless, 
gentlemen had chosen to go into a general discus- 
sion on irrelevant topics. He had the honor to | 
represent a slaveholding constituency, and at a 
proper time and on a legitimate question he should 
endeavor to present his views and the views of his 
constituents on that subject; but believing that this | 
whole discussion was out of order; believing it to 
have been got up fora bad purpose; believing it 
to have grown out of bad feelings; and believing 
that the excitement here ought to be allowed to 
pass away, as it had in the city of Washington, 
and that the debate on this subject ought not to be 
sent to the country to a greater extent than it had 
already gone out, he moved to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table, and he called for the yeas and | 
nays thereon. 

After a few words of conversation, in which 





| tee, one from the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 


continue to be entitled to their land bounty just as 


{ bill, and nothing more. 


| in the ranks; it gave them reither more nor less. | 
| He had, however, embraced the restriction origi- |' 


several gentlemen took part, the yeas and nays | 


were ordered; and, being taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Barrow, 
Bayly, Beale, Bedinger, Birdsall, Bocock, Botts, Boy don, 
Bowlin, Boyd, Brady, Brodhead, Wm. G. Brown, Charles 
Brown, Albert G. Brown, Buckner, Butler, Cabell, Canby, 
Catheart, Chapman, Franklin Clark, Clingman, H. Cobb, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, Cocke, Crisfield, Crozier, Cum- 
mins, Daniel, Dickinson, Donnell, Edwards, Alex. Evans, 
Featherston, Ficklin, Flournoy, Freedley, French, Fries, 


Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gentry, Gregory, Hale, W. P. Hall, || 


J.G. Hampton, Harris, Henley, Hill, Hilliard, G. 8. Houston, | 
Join W. Houston, Hubbard, Inge, C. J. Ingersoll, Joseph | 
R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Iverson, Jameson, Andrew Johnson, R. | 
W. Johnson, George W. Jones, John W. Jones, Kaufman, | 
Kennon, D. P. King, Lahm, La Sére, Leffler, Levin, Ligon, | 
Lincoln, Luinpkin, Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, Mc- | 
Kay, McLane, Job Mann, Meade, Miller, Morehead, Morris, | 
Murphy, Nelson, Nes, Outlaw, Peaslee, Petrie, Pettit, Pey- 
ton, Phelps, Pillsbury, Preston, Richardson, Robinson, Rock- 
hill, Julius Rockwell, Roman, St. John, Sawyer, Shepperd, | 
Sims, Smart, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stephens, ‘Tallmadge, 
Taylor, Thibodeaux, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, Richard W. 
Thompson, John B. Thompson, R. A. Thompson, William 
Thompson, Tompkins, Toombs, Turner, Van Dyke, Ven- 
able, Warren, Wick, Wiley, and Woodward—13). 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Belcher, Collamer, Collins, Con. | 
t, Cranston, Crowell, Dickey, Duer, Daniel Duncan, Dunn, | 


| war; and he had done so because he considered 


| vates, or had served but a few days. 


| on the ground, for their meritorious behavior. 


Nathan Evans, Farrelly, Fisher, Gott, Grinnell, M. Hampton, || 
Henry, E. B. Holmes, Hunt, William T. Lawrence, Sidney || 
Lawrence, Melivaine, Horace Mann, Marsh, Marvin, Mul- || 


lin, Newall, Palfrey, Peck, Reynolds, J. A. Rockwell, Root, | 
Rumsey, Sherrill, Charles E. Stuart, Strohm, Thurston, | 
Tuck, Wentworth, White, and Wilson—42. 


So the whole subject was laid upon the table. 
Mr. CLINGMAN expressed his desire that the | 
consideration of the resolution on the printing of 
General Scott’s correspondence, &c., be postponed 
till to-morrow, to allow time to see whether all the 


correspondence had come in from the department; 
which was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS’ BOUNTY LANDS. 

On motion of Mr. VINTON, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Asumun, of Massachu- | 
setts, in the chair,) and proceeded to consider the | 
several bills amendatory of the * act to raise, fora | 
limited time, an additional military force, and for 
other purposes,” approved February 11, 1847, | 
viz: bills numbered 55, 156, 297, and 372. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, observed that 
there had been four several bills reported to the | 

ouse on this subject: one from the Committee of | 

ays and Means, one from the Military Commit- | 


43 


| the merit of extreme simplicity. 


| distinction. This was what officers of the army 
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the same manner as if such promotion had not taken place : 
Provided, That all the requisites of the ninth section of the 
act approved February Lith, 1847, shall have been faithfully 
complied with: «ind provided further, That the provisions of 
the said ninth section shall be as applicable to land warrants 
or certificates issued under this act as to those that might be 
issued in virtue of said ninth seetion.”? 


Evans,] and one from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. Mr. J. had gone carefully through an ex- 
amination of all these bills, and he found that they 
went extensively into detail, embracing a variety 
of provisions not directly connected with what he 
understood and believed to be the object, and the 
only object, of the House in this matter, which 
was, to extend to our volunteers who served in the 
present war that benefit of which they had been 
deprived owing to the construction put upon the | 
original act by the officer of the Pension Office, | 
viz: that non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates, who might have received promotion 
for good behavior and meritorious services should 


To which an amendment moved by Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON was pending, Viz: 

* Provided further, That they shall have been elected or 
promoted atter reaching Ue seat of war.”’ 


Mr. Jounson’s substitute was also read, as fol- 
lows: 


* That the benefits conferred be the ninth section of the 
act entiviled * An act to raise, fora limited time, an additional 
military foree, and for other purposes,’ approved February 
Hlth, 1847, be, and the same are hereby, extended and se- 
cured (0 all non-commissioned officers, ausicians, and pri 
vates, who, during the war with Mexico, may have been, or 
may hereafter be, promoted to any company or stai? office 
after their arrival at the seat of war.” 


they had been while serving in the ranks. Believ- 
ing this to be the object generally desired on all 
sides of the House, and with a view to simplicity 
of legislation, Mr. J. had prepared a substitute, 
which was confined to this one object alone. It 
proposed to give these volunteers just what it was 
supposed had been secured to them in the original 


And the question first coming up on Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON’S amendment, it was agreed to; when— 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he had 
prepared an amendment consisting of an additional 
Mr. J. had submitted the Section to the bill. If the substitute were adopted, 
bill he had prepared to a number of gentlemen of he would, he supposed, be precluded from offer- 
the House, and they all fully approved of it. There eh, Seal eseaaieinil 
was no division of opinion, he believed, in the a ne 
House as to the propriety of providing some relief Mr. THOMPSON said he would then move 
for these meritorious men; the only question was | the section as an amendment to the original bill, 
as to the extent of that relief. He had placed | 89 & to perfect that before the question should be 
them, in the proposed substitute, precisely on the Put on the substitute of the gentleman from Ar- 


ground of other private soldiers who had remained || Kansas. 
The amendment was thereupon read as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That the benefits and rights 
conferred by the ninth section of the above recited act upon 
the soldiers engaged in the present war with Mexico, be, 
and the same are hereby, so extended that each non-com 
| missioned officer, musician, and private of the regular army, 
| or of any company of volunteers, rangers, or militia, who 

served in the Indian war in the Northwest Territory, prior 

to the treaty of Greenville in 1794, or who served during the 
late war with Great Britain, for twelve months or more, and 
was honorably discharged, and who has not received a boun- 
ty of land by virtue of any law heretofore passed, shall be 
entitled to and receive a warrant for one hundred and sixty 
acres of land; and such non-commissioned officer, musi 
| cian, and private, of any company of volunteers or militia, 
who actually served for six months in the said Indian war, 
| orin the said war with Great Britain, and was honorably 
discharged, shall be entitled to and receive a warrant for 
eighty acres of land; the bounties of land herein granted 
shall be subject to the same rules of descent, and be located 
in the same manner and with the same restrictions us are 
now provided in the said above recited act.” 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said he had 
offered his amendment with a view of doing an act 
of justice to a class of individuals who have long 
had claims upon the Government, and thus far 
have been neglected. 

At the last session of the last Congress, the bill 


nally contained in the amendment offered by the | 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. RicHarpson,] and 
confined the effect of the relief to those only 
who had been promoted after reaching the seat of 


that provision as just and right. He excluded 
those who might have been promoted before the 
had served as non-commissioned officers or pri- 
He was in | 
favor of giving bounty land to such only as went 
out in good faith and were elevated, after getting 


He did not include officers in this substitute, | 
because they received a different sort of reward 
for their services—the high reward of military 


in all countries desired and prized above every- 
thing else in the world. It was a reward far above 
money; and let them get their pay in what they 
most esteemed. But as to privates, wherever they 
had gone forth, bona fide, with the purpose of serv- 
ing out their time according to contract, and before : of th 
that term had expired had been promoted and || to which this proposition is an amendment became 
commissioned, let them not, on that account, lose || a law. In that enactment, bounties in land were 
the land they would otherwise have received | allowed to the soldiers engaged in the Mexican 
Such was the character of the substitute he had || war, both regulars and volunteers. This law had 
drawn up, and which he now offered to the adop- || met, in his estimation, the sanction and approba- 
tion of the committee. He did not think it could |, tion of the country. It passed both Houses of 
be liable to a single objection. At all events, it had | Congress with almost entire unanimity; and he did 
r : not believe there was opposition to the measure in 
Mr. EVANS, of Maryland, objected to the sub- || any direction. The amendment just offered ex- 
stitute being now received, as the original bill had || tends the same bounties to the same class of indi- 
not been read. This must be done before anything | viduals who engaged in the service of the country 
as a substitute for it could be in order. | in the last war. It proposes to kee within the 
Here there was some question as to which of the ee which has been established, and which 
four bills came first in order. The bill No. 55, || has been approved by the country: to those sol- 
from the Military Committee, was read, as enti- diers (regulars, volunteers, and militia) who served 
tled to precedence. for twelve months or more, one hundred and sixty 
Mr. EVANS insisted that the bill No. 297, || acres of land are allowed; to those who served for 
which he had introduced, should be read as first in | six months and less than twelve months, eighty 
order. | acres of land. There the amendment stops; and he 
After some desultory conversation as to the order || hoped those who wished in good faith to have the 
of the bills, the bill No. 297 was taken up and || amendment adopted, would resist changes which 
read, as follows: | will be attempted to load down the bill. 
“ Be it enacted, &c., That every non-commissioned officer, Mr. Chairman, (said Mr. T.,) there isa feeling, 
rivate, or musician, of the army of the United States, who |, strong, deep, and almost universal in this country, 
has been, or who may hereafter, during the continuance of || that the compensation allowed by our laws for the 
matened ofiner, na whe i sack promotion had not taken | non-commissioned officers and privates of ourarmy 
place, would have been, or may hereafter be, entitled to re- || is wholly inadequate. In the last Congress, when 
ceive from the War Department a certifieate or warrant for || the bill declaring war against Mexico and autho- 
public ae re o> liew — a || rizing the President to receive into the service of 
withatanding oaeh promotion, be entitled to ‘tans said | the United States fifty thousand volunteers, was 


warrant or certificate, or treasury scrip in lieu thereof, in || under consideration, an amendment was offered to 
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| > ry F ; 
that bill to increase the pay of the volunteers to || provision were repealed. ‘Thus the pay stood when 


ten dollars per month. Ele voted against this in- 
crease, not because he was opposed to a general 
increase, but because he was compelled to vote on 
the proposition Ww ithout any means of amendment; 
and he thought, to increase the pay of the volan- 
teer, and not that of the regular soldier, was un- 
equal, unjust, and, if you please, undemocratic, 
He thought he voted right thea, and would vote 


in the same way again. At the succeeding session, | 


the idea of increasing the pay of the volunteers 
alone was abandoned on all sides of this Hall, and 
he then voted to increase the pay of the whole 
army in accordance with the principles he had al- 
wavs advocated, ‘The Senate, however, disagreed 
to the increase, and the compromise between the 
two Llouses resulted in the bounties provided in 
the ninth section of the law which 1s proposed to 
be amended. ‘Though this line of conduct was so 
clearly right and proper on his part, yet there were 
not wanting thuse who endeavored to place him in 
a false attitude before the country, and excite pre- 
judice in the public mind, when none dared to avow 
their disapproval of his principles. ‘This agitation 


|| the Mexican war began. 


In all our legislation du- 
ring this period, we have maintained an equality 


| between the regular soldier and the volunteer, with 





thesé excepuons: a small bounty has been allowed 


| the regular soldier on enlistment; and the volun- 


teer was allowed $3 50 per month for clothing, 


| while the regular troops receive $2 50 per month; 


and the volunteer receives 50 cents per twenty 
miles while travelling, and the regular soldiers 
about 15 cents. 

This equality in compensation had been ap- 
proved, in his esumation, by the country; and the 
statement made must sausty every member of this 
committee that itis our duty to smooth the path 


| of the old soldier to the grave, and, as far as it 


may be just and in accordance with established 


| precedents—though too late to reach the case of 


had led him into an examination of the past histo- | 


ry of the legislation of the country on this subject. 
At no time has any complaint been made as to the 
On all hands it 1s 
considered most ample; and in consideration of the 
pay of the private, the mequality has been most 
striking, and not in accordance with the spirit and 
genius of our insututions. Tferetofore both the 
profit and the honor have been theirs. And, although 
our army had been better paid and better fed and 
clothed than any army of the world, yet their pay 
had been insufticient and inadequate. In the year 
1785, before the adoption of our present Consutu- 
tion, alaw was passed allowing the privates in the 
ranks of the regular army four dollars per month. 
September 29, L759, the militia and volunteers were 
allowed the same compensation. By the law of 
April 30, 1790, this allowance suffered a reduction, 


compensation of the othcers. 


and was brought down to the petty amount of three | 


dollars; and even from this, ninety cents were de- 
ducted for his clothing, and ten cents more for 


medical stores: so that his actual pay was but two | 
dollars a month. March 3, 1790, the militiaand vol- 


unteers were put upon the same footing. In 1792,a 
slight change was made for the benefit of the non- 
1 January 2, 1795, the pay of 
the militia and volunteers, while engaged in the ser- 
vice of the United States, was increased to 6 66. 


commissioned officers, 


March 3, 1795, the pay of the regular army was in- | 


creased to $4 per month, witha bounty of $16 on en- 
listment. July 16,1798, the pay of the regular army 
was increased to $5 per month, and allowed a boun- 
ty of $12. ‘This was the pay of the soldiers in the 
olden tme—under the old régime. And thus it con- 
tinued ullthe late war with Great Britain. This war 
was declared by Congress, June 18, 1312. But pre- 
vious to this declaration, laws for the increase of 


the army of the United States, raising volunteers, | 


and calling out the militia, were passed, December 
24, IS11, January 11, 1812, and February 6, 1812. 
But six months after the declaration of war, De- 
eember 12, 1812, a law was passed increasing the 
pry of the regular army to $5 per month, allow- 
ing a bounty of $16 upon enlistment, and, when 
discharged, three months’ extra pay and 160 acres 
of land. February 2, 1813, the pay of the regular 


army was extended to the militia and volunteers, 
excluding them trom the bounty upon entering the | 


service, the extra pay, and the 160 acres of land 


when discharged. ‘This disparity continued during | 


the whole war—a discrimination operating heavily 
and unjustly against the volunteers and the militia. 
The war being ended, and the vol ers dis 

Phe war bemg ended, and the volunteers disband- 
ed, and a return made to a peace establishment, 
March 3, IS15, the pay of the regular army was 


reduced to the rates established by the law of | 


1798, and the militia and volunteers to those of the 
law of 1795. 
vates of the regular army was increased to $7 per 
month. March 19, 1836, some time after the com- 
mencement of hostiliues with the Florida Indians, 
the pay of the militia was increased, and they 


were put upon the same footing as the regular 


troops, except as to clothing. In 1838, during the |! on this subject of bounty land, it will be found that 


existence of the Indian hostilities, there was some 
singular legislation; July 5, 1238, the pay of the 
privates of the whole army was increased to $8 
ver month, $24 was allowed fora reénlistment, anda 
ounty of 160 acres of land allowed; but July7, 1833, 
two days afterwards, the increase of pay and bounty 


March 21, 1833, the pay of the pri- 


| 60,375 men. 


| the committee may find a full statement. 


| six-months’ man, will amount to 4,830,000. 





| Peunsylvania....... 





many who have fallen asleep—to do now what 
ought to have been done long ago 

Mr. VIN TON interposed, and asked what num- 
ber would be entitled to land under the amendment 
now offered. 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON continued, and said, he had 


expected this point would be raised by those who || 


act upon the principle that justice was to be deter- 


| mined by the amountrequired to satisfy itsdemands. 


tle had examined the public records, and obtained 


| all the information that could be gleaned from the 


published documents and from the departments. 
The facts, as far as ascertained, were as follows: 
The number of men who served for twelve months, 
was 6,890; the number that served for six months, 
By reference to document No. 20, 
2d session, 24th Congress, all the members of 
If we 
allow one hundred and sixty acres of land to each 
twelve-months’ man, the amount of land that will 
be absorbed is 1,102,400 acres; 80 acres for each 
The 
whole amount will be 5,932,400 acres. Now, it 
must be remembered, that those soldiers of the last 
war who served for five years or during the war, 
have already received their bounty. But there were 


| some four thousand soldiers of the regular army 


who did not enlist for either of the above terms, 
and who would be entitled to land, having served 
either twelve or eighteen months; and these will 
require 640,000 acres of land to satisfy their 
claims. And the estimate may be safely made, that 
6,900,000 acres will be most ample to meet every | 
claim, on the supposition that every man appears 
and claims the bounty which a liberal Congress | 
bestows upon him; and this is, in itself, most im- | 
probable. The following is the number from each | 
State: 
Tuble of six-months’ men and twelve-months’ men of the lust 


6-mo s’ ]12-mo’ths? | 
STATES, )-months l! mo’ths 
men. | men. 


New Hampshire nee 225 


PARSON INDE. ccccccccece pseN6s e29* | 
Rhode isiand ., 331 
Connecticut o4* 
Vermont 476t | 
5,998 
esheee 3,452 
Delaware 170 
Mary land Ses0 49 
WERE cecacaes 12,945 
North Carolina 1.697 
South Carolina 973 
Georgia... 3,007 
Kentucky 8.936 
Lie | 188 
7.022 678 
513°} 174 
Mississippi 1,929 Fou 
Itlinois, Indiana, and Missouri, 
(rangers) bce ~ 2,870 
60,575 a 


Total G.e90 b | 


t Militia. 
a Righty acres allowed each soldier will amount to. .4,830,000 
6 Quarter section or 160 acres allowed each, will 

DIMOUNE LO ro rceceecccnccccesccscccescoccscescelylOe,400 | 


* Volunteers. 


Cece eee ee eee ene sone oes ely tahey400 


Total, acres........ 


Now, in a review of the legislation of Congress 


a reservation of six millions of acres of the public 


| domain had been set apart for the purpose of satis- | 


| fying the warrants issued in favor of the soldiers 


| of the last war. 


‘The reservation was located in 
the States of Illinois, Missouri, and Arkansas. 


Bee . April 25, 


under consideration, the following review of t 
amount of land heretofore allowed by Co, _ 
will prove acceptable—prepared, he thougl 
accuracy: 


'VVésa 
' 


hy Wit) 


Aggregate of bounty lands granted by the General ¢ - 
ment to the commissioned officers of the Continental | ha 
and to the offieers of the hospital and medical de oe me 
of the army of the Revolution o> 

In the following proportions, viz: A major general. 
1,100; brigadier general, 850; colonel, 500 acres? 
licutenant eolones, 450; major, 400; captain, 209 : 
lieutenant, 200; and ensigns and cornets, 150, ” 


Hospital Department. 

Director, same as brigadier general; chief physi. 
cian and purveyor, same as colonel; physician 
and surgeon and apothecary, same as Hentenaut 
colonel; regimental surgeons, same as major 
surgeons’ mates, same as captain. 5 

Aggregate of bounty lands granted by the General 
Governinent to the non-commissioned officers, 
mnusiciins, and privates of the Continental lines 
of the army of the Revolution—none being enti- 
tled but those enlisted for “ during the war.” and 
served to the end thereof in 1783: 12.586 war- 
rants of 100 acres each 


Total number of acres of bounty land granted to the 
officers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, 
and privates of the different Continental lines 
of the army.... 


Lands granted to Messrs. Lewis & Clark, and their eo, 
panions, pursuant to act of Congress, 3d March, 1807: _ 
Two warrants, of 1,600 acres each, for Messrs. Lewis 
& Clark wpe See ae ha weus 3,200 
Thirty-one warrants, of 320 acres each, for their com- 
panions.... cseevceccvccs 
Total number of acres............. 


Lands granted for services in the late war with Great Brit 
ain : 27,516 warrants, of 160 acres, issued 10 the nono) 
missioned officers, musicians, and privates of the regular 
army, ard tothe heirs of such of the United States twely 
months? volunteers who died or were killed whilst in ser 
vice. in pursuance of the acts of Congress of Decent+ 
24, IRL1, January 11 and February 6, 1812,...,, 4,402,565) 

One warrant under a special act......... ; 

One thousand and eighty six warrants, of 320 acres 
each, under the act of Congress of December 10, 

1814, granting double bounties in land........., 


Total number of acres......... é 

Under the acts of Congress of March 5, 1816, and 
March 3, 1817, granting bounties in lands to the 
officers and soldiers and to the medical and other 
staff of the Canadian volunteers in the late war, 
and including certain rangers, there has been 
granted— 

Thirty-five warrants to the Canadian officers, (com- 
missioned,) embracing............ eesee. 

One hundred and twenty-one warrants, of 320 acres 
each, to non-commissioned officers and privates 


17,872 


38,720 


| One hundred and twenty warrants, of 160 aeres 


each, to non-commissioned officers and privates. — 19.2) 
Total number Of acres......cseccccesececees AQH dD 


The locations of the warrants granted to the Canadian vol- 
unteers were confined, under the act of 1816, to the then 
territory of Indiana, and under the subsequent aet of 1517 
‘to such lands as have been offered at public sale according 
to law, and no other ;” hence they did notinterfere with the 
six millions of acres of land originally appropriated in Iili- 
nois, Missouri, and Arkansas, for the purpose of satistying 
those warrants which have issued pursuant to the acts of 
December 11, 1811, Januaryand February, 1812, and Decem- 


) ber, 1814, 


Thus it will appear that of the six millions of acres 
reserved for the purpose of satisfying the military 
warrants issued for services in the late war, nearly 


| one million two hundred thousand acres still re- 
‘| main unlocated. 


And thus, he verily believed, it 

| would turn out in the present instance: that though 
the calculation would lead us to suppose that six 
millions of acres would be required to satisfy the 
claim, yet not more than three millions of acres 
would ever be located. 

Having ascertained the extent of the claim, the 
next question arises as to our means of payment. 
At this time he would be reluctant to increase the 
public debt; and though the claim be just, yet as 
those who had gone before us had neglected to pro- 


|| vide for it, it perhaps may not be criminal in us to 


pass it by. But he had examined into this matter 
| also; cain the State of Mississippi, at this ume, 
there were more than eleven millions of acres ol 
land subject to entry at private sale. He would he 
glad if the whole number of warrants which might 
be issued could be located in that State; all of them 
‘would be satisfied, and still a sufficient amount 


| would be left to answer all the purposes of spect 


lation. His constituents would welcome the old 
soldier or any of his children among them with a 
right hearty good will, and perform for him all the 
offices of good neighborhood. The last returns 
show, we have now belonging to the United States 
146,693,663 acres of land subject to private entry. 
A large proportion of this land has been open for 


But as this whole subject of bounty land is now | sale and entry for more than twenty years; an 
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he verily believed, the doing of this act of justice, 
and the location of these warrants, would facilitate 
and accelerate the disposition of the residue. All 
the lands now surveyed and ready for market 
amount to 300,216,978 acres. : - 

But gentlemen have a convenient way of meeting 
all this, by saying it is all humbug. Sir, this is 
the resort always of a politician who is hard press- 
ed and defeated in argument. But it is no such 
thing in the ordinary acceptation of that term: itis 
founded in truth, justice, and equality; the reward 
of services freely rendered; or if it be a humbug, it 
js one which the people will adopt and advocate— 
a humbug which public men will find it most dif- 
fcult to resist, inasmuch as it finds its approval 
in the strong good sense and grateful feeling of 
the peopte. When he voted against the increase 
of the pay of the volunteer, because of the inequail- 
ity which was proposed to be made in the com- | 
nensation of the regular troops and the volunteers, 
he found a humbug was made out of it by low, 
cunning, contriving men, because an opportunity 
was afforded for misrepresentation; and so prop- || 
er did the people consider the increase, and so 
much was such a movement in accordance with 
their feelings, that they were almost ready to take 
itin any shape. Some have supposed that the 
course which a sense of duty impelled him (Mr.T.) 
to take in regard to General Taylor, embarrassed 
him among his constituents. Not at all; this hum- 
bug exploded at the very first fire. But more pa- 
tience and more care were required to satisfy the 
honest yeomanry as to the propriety of the other | 
vote. But when any man is right, honest, and 
frank, he has nothing to fear from an intelligent | 
and patriotic constituency. 

And why should not this bill be passed, and 
these bounties extended to the soldiers of the last | 
war, placing them on terms of equality with the | 
soldiers of the Mexican war. Is this Mexican 
war more just, righteous, and important than the 
war of 1812? Is the enemy now more brave, skill- | 
ful, and difficult to overcome than the enemy then? 
Ave the results of the war more conducive to 
national honor and national elevation and advance- | 
ment? No, sir. No one contends for such a prop- 
osition. These wars were alike necessary. The 
glory of our arms has been maintained, and our 
national character elevated in both conflicts. The 
volunteers of this war are placed on grounds of 
equality in compensation and bounties with the 
regular troops. Why not act in the same way 
with the volunteers of the last war? The differ- 
ence, if any, is in this: the excitement of the last 
war is passed away, and a debt so long due and 
unliquidated, loses its force in proportion to the || 
distance and time at which it was incurred. He 
would not endeavor to renew the glories of the last 
war; he would not endeavor to recount the hard- 
ships, deprivations, and sufferings of our army | 
during that time—tNe scanty ration, the insufficient 
clothing, amidst the severest chilling blasts of our | 
northern frontier—the depreciated paper with which 
the Government discharged their meagre wages— 
the dreadful conflicts with a powerful foe, and the 
awful carnage which ever attended them. These 
were left by him for ethers to perform, who had 
inclination and capacity for such an undertaking. | 
But while we all feel proud for our countrymen | 
in their bearing in Mexico, yet it is right to re- 
member the fullness, and excellence, and readi- | 
ness of their rations; a bountiful payment for | 
clothing; a mild climate in which to operate, though | 
in positions subject to the inspiration of a delete- 4 
rious malaria, which, in many instances, proved 
fatal. He believed if the people of the United 
States were allowed a direct vote on this amend- 
ment, there would be little or no opposition. i} 
_ Again: he had ever been against a large stand- 
ing army; it is the bane and curse of every repub- 
lic. It is by the army all republics have fallen. 
And he verily believed, if the standing army of 
this country was continued at the number now en- 
gaged in the public service, although he had every 
confidence in the patriotism, intelligence, and hon- 
esty of our army, yet this army would control the 
policy of this Government. For the first series of 
years it would be dorie by influence; and when | 
that influence failed, as fail it would in the end, | 
power, force, the strong arm, would be brought in | 
to rule the turbulent, and to put down the insub- | 
ordinate, This has been the spirit of all armies— | 

indeed of all associated bodies of men. And man || 
continues the same in all his passions, motives, \ 
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| a new proposition. 


and objects of pursuit in all ages and in all nations. 
And he feared, at least, our Republic had not re- 
generated man. Therefore, he was against large 
standing regular armies. 
or of the Republic ought to remain with the citizen- 
soldier. He was opposed to long pension rolls. 
This is too close an imitation of the rotten Govern- 
ments of Europe, which are now crumbling into 
dust. It is intended for privileged orders, to main- 
tain distinct classes in society, who may be depend- 
ants upon Government, and whose interest it will 
be to continue the existing order of things which 
feeds them, however oppressive to their fellow- 
citizens. This system is not suited to a plain, 
democratic Government. If we owe these men 
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The defence and the hon- | 


anything for their services—if liberality to public | 


servants prompts, and justice demands, this bounty 
—pay it, whatever isdue. Let him have it, and 
then let him take care of himself. 
longer look to Government for help. If he has 
been disabled in your service, generosity bids you 


bids your special guardianship over any American 


Let him no | 


| to provide for his necessities, but duty to all for- | 


citizen who is able to take care of himself. Let | 


us pay the citizen-soldier liberally. In the service 


of his country let his patriotism and his interest | 


ance to the combined standing armies of the world, 
without a mercenary army, ever ready to obey 


| be both appealed to; and thus we may bid defi- | 


the behests of the occupant of the Presidential | 


chair. 


He (Mr. T.) said he saw gentlemen all around | 
him anxious to take the floor on this proposition. | 
He advised them to move with caution; this was | 


Men often get wrong by over- | 
hasty and inconsiderate action, This question of | 


pay of the volunteers is an old song. And I doubt | 


not there are many here to whom the phrase is 


familiar, as having been used by themselves on the | 


' stump—eight dollars a day for a member of Con- | 


gress, and seven dollars per month for the poor | 


soldier. Upon your return home, after having in- 
duced many good-meaning men to join in sending 
you here, how will you answer the interrogatory of 
the old soldier, How is it that the twelve-months’ 
men of this war receive bounties in land, and we are 
deprived of the same, when we have performed the 
same service? | thought you were the friend of the 
soldier. You obtained my vote by that song, and 


when the proposition is made to give mea home, | 


you forget all your professions. Sir, gentlemen 


although it may take five or six millions of acres of 
land to satisfy the claim, each of you who intend to 
oppose this measure had better weigh your words 
and examine your arguments well before their de- 


| will be without a satisfactory answer even to them- | 
'selves. This provision is right and proper. And 


livery. Let but the remembrances and glories of | 


Craney Island, Aux Cunards, Fort Stephenson, 
the Thames, Chippewa, Fort Erie, Lundy's Lane, 
and New Orleans, awake around you, and you 
will soon see how consistent with justice and right 
this scanty but late bounty will appear. 

One other consideration. He (Mr. T.) said he 
had despaired of the graduation of the price of the 


| public lands by this generation of legislators. The 
| lands in the new States are now vacant. He want- | 
He desired to | 


ed them occupied and cultivated. 
see these lands pass into the hands of individuals, 
so that they might become subject to taxation. At 
their present rates, they would not sell, and no set- 


tlement would be made, and emigration would go | 


onward, touching and cultivating only the select 
lands, till they were turned back by the Pacific. 
If, in doing an act of justice and enlightened pa- 


triotism, we can remedy this state of things, is it | 


not most desirable? ill not every man from a 
new State join me? Here is a measure in which 
wecanail unite. The old States have the soldiers; 
the new States have the lands. ‘The old States 


want compensation for the services of their citi- | 


zens; the new States will be glad that these same 

riots were in possession of some of their vacant 
ands, and become their neighbors. He hoped, 
therefore, that the friends of the proposition would 


protect the measure from all insidious efforts to de- || 


feat it by putting upon it ridiculous amendments, || 


with a view of making the measure itself unac- 
ceptable to its friends. Let others doas they might, 
he would discharge his duty. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Remacks, obtained the 
floor, on whose motion the committee rose and 
reported progress, and then 

he House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following memorials and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred : 

By Mr, TURNER: The petition of L. P. Sanger, praying 
compensation for carrying the mails from the 13th February, 
1847, until June, in the same year, over routes abandoned 
by O. Hinton & Co. Also, the petition of Thomas Harrison 
and many others, praying for a mail route from Mount Car 
roil, in the State of [linois, to Pleasant Valley and Howards 
ville, in the same State. Also, tke petition of F. G. Petrie 
and a great many others, praying fora mail route from Syca 
more, in the State of IHinois, to South Grove, Lindenwood, 
White Rock, Dayaville, Oregon, Mount Morris, Chambers’s 
Grove, Cherry Grove, Mount Carrell, and Savannah, in the 
Staite of linois. 

By Mr. ABBOTT: The petition of Henry Little and Ja 
cob Felch, of Newbury, Massachusetts, praying for indem 
nity for damages sustained by the erection of a breakwater 
connecting with Woodbridge’s Island, in Merrimac river. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The memorial of Benedict J. Heard, 
praying that his claim for the destruction of his houses may 
be paid. 

By Mr. TUCK: The petition of W. H. Y. Hackett and 27 
other citizens of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, praying that 
Congress will purchase Mount Vernon, agreeably to a prop 
osition of John A. Washington, Esq., to the Hon. George 
M. Dallas. Also, the petition of N. P. Haskell and 70 other 
citizeus of Weston and vicinity, Maine, praying that Con 
gress will appoint a committee to inquire into the existence, 
extent, and legality of the slave trade in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. JAMESON: The petition of David Jones for a 
pension. Also, the petition of divers citizens of Ralls 
county, Missouri, praying for authority to locate certain 
school lands on other vacant sections. Also, the petition of 
several citizens of the counties of St. Louis, St. Charles, 
and Warren, Missouri, praying for a change in mail rowe 
No. 4,717. Also, a petition in relation to certain land war- 
rants. 

By Mr. ANDREW JOWUNSON: The petition of sundry 
citizens of Carter county, Tennessee, asking the establish 
ment of a mail route from Elizabethton to various other 
places, as set forth in the petition. 

By Mr. MARSH: The memorial of John Peck andothers, 
in favor of Whitney’s plan for the construction of the At- 
lantic and Pacific railroad. 

By Mr. TWEEDY: The petition of Nancy G. Sanders 
and 122 others, ladies of Wisconsin, praying for an exten- 
sion of the privilege of preémption to settlers, so as the bet- 
ter to protect them against speculators. Also, the petition 
of Warren Chase and 49 others, for a division of the Green 
Bay land district. Also, the petition of O. Preston and 19 
others, for continuation of post route No. 4,407, from Geneva 
to Summit, Wisconsin, via Spring Prairie, East Troy, Eagle- 
ville, and Waterville. Also, the petition of N. H. Strong 
and 37 others, for a post route from Watertown, via Wau- 
pun, Ceresco, and Berlin, to Plover Portage, service thereon 
as often as once a week. Also, the petition of Wim. Starr 
and 113 others, for a post route from Watertown, via Wau- 
pun, Ceresco, and Berlin, to Plover Portage, of a mail ser- 
vice thereon. Also, the petition of Edmund Cowdry and 79 
others, for a post route from Watertown, via Waupun, Ce- 
reseo, and Berlin, to Stevens’s Point, Portage county. 

By Mr. BELCHER: The cemonstrance of George Ken- 
dail and 41 others, inhabitants of the State of Maine, against 
opening our ports to British lumber floated down the St. 
John’s river. Also, the petition of Samuel Davis, for bounty 
on schooner Daniel. 

By Mr. WILSON: The memorial of John Plumbe, in re- 
lation to his project for a railroad from the Lakes to Ore- 
gon. Also, the petition of Ephraim Spoor, praying for a 
pension. Also, the petition of Ann F. Perrine and others, 
praying for the extension of the time allowed for locating a 
tract of land in Florida, grantedto Dr. Henry Perrine. Also, 
the petition of Calvin Sinith, of Henniker, New Hampshire 
praying thatall prisons in the District of Columbia where per- 
sons are confined without conviction or allegation of crime 
may be abolished. 

By Mr. BARROW : The petition of William Linville and 
25 others, officers and soldiers in the last war with Great 
Britain, asking an extension of the pension laws, &c. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of William Tee, of 
Portsmouth, Virginia, for a pension. 

_By Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL: Several petitions, numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Philadelphia, for the survey of a 
route for a post road from Philadelphia to New York. 

By Mr. TALLMADGE: The petition of Gouverneur Mor- 
ris and others, for an appropriation to promote the sciences of 
geology, mineralogy, &c.; of Lieut. J.8. Devtin, for compen- 
sation as acting assistant quartermaster in the marine corps; 
of George Pitt Stevenson, for an allowance for service as 
judge advocate on the coast of Brazil. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: A petition for a mail route 
from Rockford, via Kishwaukee, mouth of Stillman’s Creek, 
Daysville, Lee Centre, and Ovid, to Peru, in La Salle coun- 
ty. Also, a petition for a mail route from Littlefort, via 
Gage’s Lake, Hainesville, Fort Hill, Forkville, and Lamar, 
to Crystal Lake, in McHenry county. 

By Mr. HALL: The petition of Charlotte 8. Newcomb, 
for arrears of pension due her grandfather, Thomas Lincoln, 
deceased. 

By Mr. GAINES: The petitition of Robert Perry, for a 
pension for services rendered and injuries received during 
the Indian war. 








IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, April 25, 1848. 


Mr. BREESE presented a petition from the 
County Commissiorers of Fayette county, Illinois, 
asking that the State of Illinois be authorized to 
collect tolls on the Cumberland road for keeping it 
in repair; which was referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

Also, petitions from Frink and Hadduck, and 
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L. P. Sanger, asking payment of a balance due 
under a contract for carrying the United States 
mail; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CAMERON presented amemorial from the 
Professors of the National Medical College of 
Washington, asking an appropmauoen for the hos- 
pital in this city; which was read, and re ferred to 
the Commitiee on the District of Columbia. 

[‘Ubis memorial shows that the Faculty of this 
college, at great expense and personal sacrifice, 
supplied the means to open one half of the present 
butiding as an infirmary, and the other as a dis- 
pensar y, trusting to be able to sustain the matitu- 
tion from fees derived from those able to pay; but, 
go far from that, they have been obliged to keep 
itup by their own private means until the present 
time. After having expended more than $5,000 
from their private resources, independent of gratu- 
itous medical and surgical attendance to some four 
hundred patients, they now say they find the bur- 
den too onerous to be longer continued, In speak- 
ing of the institution, the memorialists say that 
it has been made the asylum for the broken-down 
sailor and wounded soldier, and has become rather 
a national than a local institution, in the different 
wards of which have been found representatives 
from almost every State inthe Union. The kacul- 
ty still admit their readiness to give their time and 
attendance gratuitously, but can no longer supply 
the necessary funds to sustain the institution. | 

Mr. MASON presented a memorial from the 
Hartford Argillo Manufacturing Company, asking 
an cxamination and testof a certain mate rial man- 
ufactured by 
marble; which was ordered to be referred to a se- 
lect committee, to consist of three members, to be 
appointed by the Chair. , 

\'This memorial states, that although this man- 
ufacture is in its infancy, it can now be furnished 
as cheaply as the finest marble, which it is destined 
entirely to supersede. It is a preparation of clay, 


by chemical agency, of great durability and in- 
tense hardness, exhibiting the high polish and 
lustre of the precious stones, being susceptible of 
every variety of hue, is of unsurpassed and per- 
manent brillianey, and cannot be equalled in prac- 


tical use. ‘The memorialists ask no patronage 
from the Government in advance, being convinced 
that, after examination and test, it will at once be 
introduced in all the public buildings in lieu of 
marble. ] 

Mr. CLAYTON presented two memorials from 
citizens of Pennsylvania, asking that Congress 
will construct a post route through the State of 
New Jersey, in order to do away with what is 
termed a monopoly of certain railroad and canal 
companies, by means of which the State of New 
Jersey imposes an exorbitant tax on citizens of 
other States, 

Mr. CLAYTON made a brief explanation of 
the object of the memorials, which was, to obtain 
aren dy against the extortionate rates imposed by 
the railroad companies in the State of New Jersey, 
on passengers, citizens of other States, between 
the cities of Philadelphia and New York. A dis- 
tinction was made in favor of the people of New 


Jersey travelling from one part of the interior of 


the State to another. 

Mr. DAYTON expressed regret that the Sena- 
tor from Delaware had called public attention to 
these memorials. The fact is, that this is simply a 
dispute between rival companies, and not a matter 
calling for the interposition of Congress. He vin- 
dicated the State from any desire to countenance 
improper rates of travel, as it merely derived a 
revenue of ten cents payable for every passenger, 
which amounted only to a moderate State tax. 

Mr. MILLER also stated, that the moderate 
tax of ten cents for each passenger constituted all 
the interest which the State of New Jersey had in 
these railroads. He regretted that the Senator 
from Delaware should have thought proper to 
bring before Congress a matter exclusively per- 
taining to citizens of New Jersey, and which might 
be settied without the interposition of the United 
States. 

Mr. CLAYTON, in reply, read from the me- 
morials, and also quoted from the letters in which 
they were transmitted to him, for the purpose of 
showing the extent of the impression made on the 
public mind by the conduct pursued by the railroad 
companies in New Jersey. 


Mr. MILLER and Mr. DAYTON said a few | 


THE CONGRESS 


said company to be used in leu of 


words in explanation; and after a few words from 
Mr. CLAY'TON, the memorials were referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a joint resolution requiring the 
Secretary of War to purchase 5,000 of Colt’s re- 
peating pistols, accompanied by a report; the joint 
resolution was read a first time. 

*Mr. UPHAM, from the Committee on Revolu- 


tionary Claims, made an adverse report on House | 


bill for the relief of the heirs of Rignald alias Nick 
Hillary. 

Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fuirs, reported a bill for the relief of William Lee; 
which was read a first time. 


Mr. HANNEGAN, in pursuance of notice, in- | 
troduced a bill in addition to an act therein men- | 


tioned. 
RESOLUTIONS. 
On motion of Mr. BADGER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee ou Printing be instructed to | 


inquire into the causes of the delay in executing the printing 
from time to time ordered by the Senate, and report what 
inca-ures, Hany, the Senate siould adopt in relation thereto. 


On motion of Mr. ATCHISON, 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to cause to be sent to the Senate a copy of the opinion 
oft the Attorney General, with copies of the accompanying 
papers, on the clam made by the Choetaw Indians for five 
thousand dollars, with the interest thereon from the date of 
the transter, being the difference between the last of the 


stock and the par value thereof, transterred to them by the | 


Chickasaws, under the convention of 17th January, 1837. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD called the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that a bill had been passed in the 
other House, and reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in this body without amendment, for 
the relief of David Myerlee. He desired to have 
the bill recommitted, from the fact that he had re- 
ceived a memorial from a certain firm, stating that 
M yerlee was insolvent, and had refused to pay them 
any portion of the money he would receive by the 
contemplated bill, although they had furnished Mr. 


Myeriee all the means to meet his engagements. | 
‘They ask that the bill may be so amended as to | 
allow them to receive what is just, or the money | 


retained in the treasury until such time as their 
claim can be litigated. 


The bill was recommitted with theaccompanying | 


documents to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


The bill to require holders of military land war- | 


rants to compensate the land officers of the United 


‘States for services in relation to the location of | 


those warrants, was read a third time and passed. 


Mr. CASS moved that the Senate proceed to | 


the consideration of the bill relating to California 
claims. 

Mr. HALE hoped that the Senate would not 
proceed to the consideration of that bill. There 


was another matter legitimately before the body, | 
to wit, the bill which he had asked leave to intro- | 


duce, and for which he had been denounced as a 
maniac on one side, an enemy of the Constitution 
on the other, and as guilty of highway robbery by 
a ‘third party.” These denunciations had gone 
forth on the wings of the press to the four corners 
of the earth, and he considered it but an act of 
jusuce on the part of the Senate to proceed with 
that bill, in order that the world might see with 
what justness such charges had been made. He 


desired to have at least the vote of the Senate on | 


the subjeet, by yeas and nays. 

The question having been taken on the motion 
of Mr. Cass, it was decided in the affirmative: 
Ayes 25, noes 9. 

CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 
The Senate then took up the bill relating to 


California claims, the question pending being the | 


amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs 


abolishing the board of commissioners, and substi- | 


tuting Colonel Frémont and two other officers to 
examine the claims, &c. 

Mr. CASS said, the committee had reported 
amendment for the purpose of obviating all objec- 
tions, and he hoped the Senate would be disposed 
to acquiesce in the report. 

Mr. MASON. Iam unable to perceive that the 
objection which I presented to this bill, a few days 
since, has been in the slightest degree obviated by 
the amendment which has just been read. The 
objection which I urged was, that the bill created 
othees, and appointed certain officers to fill them, 


' which was in violation of the Constitution. The 


honorable Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. But- 


| LER,] who, as everybody knows, is a very able 
|, Jurist, at once took the distinction, so well nee 
to the common law, between an “ office” : 
‘“‘employment.”? That was met by the 
from North Carolina, [Mr. BaDGER,} who ey. 
deavored to show that this mode of appointing 
officers was sancuioned by legislative and judicial 
wrecedents, of which he cited several examples 
Jeeming this a matter of vital importance, ings. 
much as itis of the highest moment that we should 
not trench upon the rights of the Exeeutive, | have 
taken some pains to Jook into these precede 
and into the authorities generally; and the result 
of that investigation has satisfied me that the sy;,. 
posed precedents are altogether unsatisfactory, - 
The bill originally proposed to create a board by 
name, €o nomine, consisting of Lieutenant Colyne! 
| Frémont and two other officers of a certain class. 
The objection made was, that that involved the 
creation of an office, and by law appointed officers 
| with theduty of adjudicating certain claims arning, 


n 
and an 
Se nator 


‘tal 


nts, 


ae ist 
the United States. Now, the amendment proposes 
’ 


not to create a board eo nomine, but that the unas. 
certained claims shall not be paid uniess they have 
been previously examined and allowed by three 
coe whose names are given—John Charles 
‘rémont, Captain Hensley, and Major Eddie. The 
amendment further provides, that these gentlemen 
whoare thus to examine these claims, shall be co). 
pensated according to their respective ranks in the 
late California battalion. What, then, does the 
amendment provide? Why, substantially the very 
same thing which was provided in the original bil! 
—that these claims are to be examined, adjudica- 
ted, and determined upon evidence which shall be 
laid before these individuals; and, when ascertained 
by them to be correct, shall be paid, without fur- 
ther inquiry, by a proper disbursing officer, out of 
the public treasury. Now, I cannot for my life 
| see any shadow of difference in the substance of 
| this thing, whether you call these three gentlemen 
| examiners of claims, or a “* board,” as they were 
|| styled in the original bill. It is further provided 
in the amendment, that all claims shall be barred, 
which are not presented to these officers for their 
examination within one and a half years after the 
assage of the bill. Thus, during that year anda 
half, these gentlemen are to continue in the employ- 
ment of the Government, I say in office under the 
Government, at a fixed rate of compensation, to be 
paid them for the discharge of the duties of that 
| office. Now, the precedents cited by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, on a former day, were, 
as far | could understand, in every instance, prece- 
dents of mere employment, not of office, by which 
|| certain persons were engaged to discharge a cer- 
| tain specified duty; and the employment was to 
cease when that duty had been performed Hecited 
cases of artists employed to paint pictures, and ex- 
ecute statuary for the decoration of this Capitol. | 
have not now the list of cases-cited by the gentle- 
man, but I recollect that amongst them was one in 
which he conceived that the very case now before us 
was presented. It was the case of Mr. Choteau, 
|| who was employed to visit the western Indians and 
|| conduct a deputation from them to the seat of Gov- 
| ernment. 
| Now, sir, I find in the horn book of the law—and 
| this is purely a legal question—that Blackstone thus 
| defines the meaning of the term ‘* ofiice :”’ 
“ An office is a right to exercise a public or private em- 
ployment, and to take the fees and emoluments thereto be- 
\| longing—whether public, as those of magistrates ; or private, 
' as bailiffs, or receivers, and the like.’? 
», Every man isa public officer, who has any duty con- 
cerning the public ; and he is not the less a public officer, 
when his authority is confined to narrow limits; because 


it is the duty and the nature of the duty, which makes him 
| a public otticer; and not the extent of his authority.’ 


So much for the meaning of the term “office.” 
Now, to distinguish between an ‘‘office’”’ properly 
such, and a mere ‘‘employment,” I will take the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina {Mr. 
Bapcer] back to the black letter, in the times of 
Charles the Second, and refer him to a case de- 
cided in the King’s Bench in 1658, reported in 2Qd 
| Siderpin, page 142, where the Chief Justice (Glyn) 
thus strikingly draws the distinction. He says: 
‘| hold in this ca-e, that the grant by the word ‘ conces- 
| simus’ to Sir John Gates is good. I consider that the prece- 
dents cited are not to the point; they not pertaining to office, 
but an employment, and that there is more than a verbal dis- 

|| tinction between them.”’ . 4 
« Now, to explain my distinction between an office and an 
| employment, [ hold that although every office be an employ- 
| ment, yet, e converso, every employment is not an office. > 
' if L agree with one to make my hay, or to plough my land, 


| 
| 
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orto herd my flock, these are employments, and differ from 
the duties OF my manor, which is an office.” 

The difference between a ‘duty continuing”? 
and aduty which ends when the particular object 
. attained, is here strikingly drawa. In the State 
af Maine, I find that there was a decision of the 

dges on this point, which I have examined with 
“ome care, and which | think fully sustains the 
view which I have presented. lt will be found 
reported in 3d Greenleaf, page 482. The question 
submitted to the judges of the Supreme Court of 
that State, by its Governor, was, whether an 


pn 











azent appointed by him for the preservation of the | 


umber on the public lands was to be considered 
an officer, within the meaning of the constitution 
of that State; and, by the unanimous opinion of 
the judges, it was decided that he was not: then 
such agent held no “‘office,’’ but merely an * em- 
ployment,” under the State. ‘The judges say: 

«There is a manifest difference between an ‘office’ and 
‘employment? under the Government. We apprehend that 
the term ‘office’ implies a delegation of a portion of the 
sovereign power to, and a possession of it by, the person 
(dling the ottice.”? 


{| find the same distinction taken in a case de- 


cided by the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania— | 
reported in 17th Sergeant and | 
Binns had been appointed by Mr. Clay, | 
when Secretary of Siate, to print certain public | 


39 
« Binns’s case, 


Rawle. 


papers, &c., for that department, being at that time 


an alderman of Philadelphia; and the question waa, | 


whether this appointment by Mr. Clay made him 
an officer of the Federal Government. 

It was decided by a majority of the court, that 
it was a mere employment, and not an office, and 
the case in Siderpin was referred to for the dis- 
uncuon. 

I apprehend, then, if there be any foundation 
for this distinction, resting upon the authorities | 


have cited, that it at once disposes of the whole | 


class of cases of ** employment”? cited by my hon- 
orable friend from North Carolina, 


of State papers, are ‘‘employments’’ properly | 


within that term. : 
Then, as to Choteau’s case, also cited by the 
Senator from North Carolina—it is found in the 


law of appropriations for Indian annuities, &c., | 
passed July 7, 1838—in which, amongst a long | 
series of appropriations, is the following, viz: | 


$20,000 


“For expenses of mission of A. P. Choteau amongst the || 
wild tribes of the southwest, including his outfit, and the | 


expenditures growing out of, and connected with, bringing 
on cegreenne of said tribes, which he had been authorized 
te do.’ 

And this is cited by the honorable Senator, as 
an instance where one by law was clothed with an 
otiice, or made an officer, as is proposed by the 
bill under consideration. 

Now, I understand that the intercourse with the 


Indians is a matter purely pertaining to the Exec- | 


uve. The President is the organ of intercourse 
with those tribes as he is that of foreign nations. 


ltis an Executive function; and when he deems it || 


right and proper to conduct deputations from those 


lidian tribes to the seat of Government, he can | 


He re- | 


give the necessary orders to that effect. 
ports the fact to Congress, and an appropriation is 
made to defray the expenses. I cannot then per- 
ceive any analogy between the case cited and that 
now before the Senate. 
presented by the honorable Senator from North 
Carolina, which struck me with some force at the 


time, and of which I have made an attentive ex- | 


amination. I refer to the act of Congress, Septem- 
ber, 1789, by which it was enacted: 


« That the establishment contained in the resolve of the 
ate Congress of the 3d October, 1787, except as to the mode 


of appointing the officers, and also as hereinafter provided, | 
be aud the same is hereby recognized to be the establish- | 


ment for the troops in the service of the United States.” 
The ‘resolve of the late Congress,” thus referred 


to, was a resolution of the old Congress under | 


the articles of Confederation, and will be found in 


their Journals, volume 4th, pages 786-7, in these 
words: 


“Resolved, That seven hundred non-commissioned ofti- | 


cers and privates be raised for the term of three years, unless 
Sooner discharged,” 


which were to be furnished in certain proportions | 


by certain States. 


In 1789, the Federal Government had been or- | 


ganized under the present Constitution, and this 


Oe ene of a levy of troops merely by a resolve 
0 


The painting | 
of pictures, execution of statuary, the compilation | 


There was another case || 
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De es 
| legislative appointment of all the officers who were 


to command those troops. Surely the honorable 
Senator could not have read attentively the law 
which he quoted, or he could not fail to see that 
the point for which he cited it is strongly against 
him—the law, in express terms, excepting ** the 
mode of appointing the officers,’? which was to 
conform to the provisions of the Constitution, then 
recently adopted. So much, sir, for the prece- 
dents cited by the Senator from North Carolina. 
1 now come to the case cited by the honorable 
Senator from ‘Texas—the case of the mail con- 
tractors, A resolution or law passed the two 
tlouses of Congress, referring a matter in dispute 
between these contractors and the Government— 

to whom? To an officer of the Government—the 

Solicitor of the Treasury. Does any one doubt, 
| has it ever been doubted, that the Congress of the 
United States have authority to prescribe new du- 
ties to existing officers, provided these duties are 
not inconsistent with the rights of the officer for 
the time being? That was all that was done in 
the case in question. The Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury is an officer of the Government; and the first 
question before the court was, whether the Post- 
master General could exercise any discretion in 
carrying out this law of Congress—whether, vir- 
tute officti, he could exercise that power; and the 
next question was, whether the district court of 


uon in the case by writ of mandamus. 
|| Mr. RUSK. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
| a single question? I desire to ask if, when an act 


| it would not be wanting in duty, if it failed to in- 
| quire into the constitutionality of that act? 

Mr. MASON. [I would answer the Senator by 
stating, that whether the Supreme Court of the 


consututionality of the act would depend upon the 
| preliminary inquiry whether any constitutional 
question was raised in the case. If there was a 
|| constitutional question raised, and it was relevant 


| to the matter at issue, f take it for granted that the 

Supreme Court would determine it. 
|| alluded to, the Senator relies upon a loose expres- 
| sion of one of the judges who delivered the opin- 
ion, that it was competent to Congress to devolve 
|| the duty upon that officer or anybody else. 

Mr. RUSK. ‘Three of the iudges made use of 

| that expression. 
|| Mr. MASON. It is perfectly immaterial. The 
|| honorable Senator well knows, that when you in- 
|| voke a precedent, and rely upon it as authority, 
} you must have a case where the point in question 
|| 1s directly adjudged. These loose dicta of the 
\| judges, if relied upon as precedents, and more es- 
|| pecially in constitutional questions, will lead us 
| Heaven knows where. 
|| There was another case cited by the Senator 
|| from Norxth Carolina, in which certain duties were 
|| devolved upon the judges. ‘The court considered 
|, the act, and decided that it was perfectly compe- 
| tent to the legislative branch to accumulate any 
| duties they thought proper upon the existing ofh- 
cers of the Government; to prescribe new duties 
| to the Judiciary, although it were a coequal de- 
| partment of the Government, provided the duties 
| prescribed were of a judicial character. But in the 
| case cited, the court decided, and, as | apprehend, 
| correctly, that the duties prescribed by the act 
| were not judicial. When they had so decided, 
| they had done all that judicially came before them. 
| What then? They determined, as benevolent and 
|| patriotic men, that although they were not bound 

by law to discharge these duties, yet that they 
| would, for the purpose of carrying out the benev- 
|| olent designs of the law makers; and they say 
| further in this recital, that the duties would be dis- 
|| charged by them gratuitously. Having first pro- 
|| tested against any right on the part of the legisla- 
ture to impose such duties upon them, they say 
that they will act as commissioners, ia order to 
carry out the views of Congress. 1 apprehend 
that this case does not present any authority for 
the position taken by the honorable Senator from 
'| North Carolina. Surely he cannot mean to affirm 
that this is a judicial exposition of the right of 
Congress to create an officer. 


enter a protest. I am free to admit that the opin- 
| ions of Judges and Senators with respect to the 
|| Constitution have great weight, but no authority. 


the District of Columbia could exercise jurisdic | 


| of Congress is brought before the Supreme Court, || 


United States would or would not inquire into the | 


In the case | 


But, sir, on this whole subject of precedent, I | 
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as authoritative in this case. I hold it to be as 
much the duty of the Senate to respect the rights 
of the Executive as it is to take care that the Ex- 
ecutive does not trench upon theirs. Uf itis woe 
that this 1s an office, properly such, within the 
meaning of the Constitution, itis our duty to aveid 
doing violence to that Constiiution, and interfering 
with a power that does not belong to tis—the 
power of appointment to office. 

We are to inquire from the nature and extent of 
the duties to be imposed in this case, whether they 
come within the legal meaning of the term “‘office.’? 
Nothing is changed in the amendment but the lan- 
guage of the bill. Precisely the same trust is ex- 
wessed. Duties to the same extent are devolved. 
Che same amount of money is to be passed upon 
and adjudicated—to be disbursed, in fact, by the 
persons named, though they are not to pay it out 
with their own hands. They are to be compen- 
sated for the discharge of those duties. They are 
to continue in office, if necessary, for eighteen 
months. What are their duties? Why, to pass 
upon a series of unliquidated claims, the character 
of which are unknown to us—in the territory of 


|, California, some three thousand miles distant—and 


their adjudication is to be final; because, upon a 
decision of the majority of these gentlemen, the 
money is tobe paid. If this be not an office within 
the definition of the Maine judges, I do not know 
what is. The expenditure of such a large sum 
of money on account of claims assumed ez gratia 
by this country is a grave affair. It should be 
intrusted to a board of officers appointed in the 
manner prescribed by the Constitution, All the 
| saferuards which the Constitution has thrown 
| around the public treasury should be respected in 
this instance. Certainly, I cannot be supposed to 
imply any distrust of the gentlemen named in the 
bill, not one of whom have I the pleasure of know- 
ing atall. When I speak of safeguards, | mean 
those legislative safeguards provided by the Con- 
stitution and the laws, and which are always 
regarded when expenditure of public money is 
involved, 

If the Senate reject the amendment reported by 
the committee, I shall offer one with the view of 
creating this board in the usual manner, giving the 
power necessary to adjudicate these claims, and 
placing the appointment of the members of the 
voard, where | contend the Constitution has placed 
it, in the hands of the President and Senate. 

Mr. BADGER replied to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, stating that the effect of the disregard of pre- 
cedents evinced by that Senator, if sanctioned by 
the Senate, would be to throw all our legislation 
into confusion and disorder. He maintained that 
all the precedents were in favor of the power of 
Congress in this case—the case of C. Gratiot and 
others, appointed a board of commissioners to in- 

vestigate claims against the United States, espe- 
‘cially bearing on this question. He admitted the 
| justness of the distinction laid down between an 
office and a special employment, but contended 
that this was in favor of the provision of the bill, 
which looked only to the requisition of certain 
| specified duties, on the completion of which, the 
services of the individuals in this matter would be 
|, dispensed with. 
| Mr. BEN'TON rose and said: The amendment 
'| reported by the committee proceeds upon the prin- 
|| ciple that the claims in California heretofore ascer- 
tained and allowed by the officers under whom 
| they originated shall be forthwith paid, and those 
not ascertained shall not be paid until examined 
and allowed by the same officers. Mr. Frémont 
and his staff officers allowed those which are as- 
_certained; the same officers, by the amendmetit, 
are to allow the remainder before they can be paid. 
_ This is the principle of the amendment. Itappoints 
nobody to do anything; it only names the persons 
_ without whose examination and allowance the un- 
, adjusted claims shall not be paid. They were 
' officers of the battalion under whom the claims 
originated and were settled, as far as that has been 
done, and whose legal capacity to pass upon the 
claims is revived and continued, if the Government 
chooses to have the claims examined before they 
are paid, or chooses to save the parties from com- 
ing from California to Washington to solicit pay- 
| ment individually from Congress. That they are 
|| the proper persons to alloW or reject these claims, 
‘and the only ones who can do it with justice to the 
United States and to the claimants, is manifested 


' the old Congress the Senator eenstrues into a || I deny that the precedents cited are to be regarded || from the depositions, where their knowledge of the 
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whole subject is fully shown, Captain nae 
was commissary and quartermaster; Major Read- 
ing was paymaster. Both were cognizant of the 
claims: one in doing the acts which originated 
them; the other in settling them, as far as he could. 
The deposition of Captain Hensley, (a gentleman 
of character and intelligence, with whom the com- 
mittee became well acquainted,) establishes this 
fact, and shows that he and Major Reading, from 
their respective positions in the battalion, were 
best acquainted with the claims, and were called 
by their offices to make an estimate of their amount 
before he left California. At page 37 of the docu- 
ment of depositions, he testifies thus, in answer to 
a question from the committee: 

“ Ax you were commissary and quartermaster, and there 
fore intimately acquainted with the supphes obtained by the 
troops, and with the general expenses of the whole conquest 
of California from the beginning, under the flag of independ- 
ence in the north, to the suppression of the ansurrection at 
l.os Angeles in the south, you can form an opinion of the 
whole sum which the just claims upon the United States 
would amount to. Will you state that amount? 

“ Answer. Previous to leaving the city of Angels, Major 
Reading, acting as paymaster, and my-elf, made as estimate 


of the amount due in that country. From the best informa. | 


tion which we could obtain, we made the total amount seven 
hundred thousand dollars. Major Reading was operating in 
the north with Colonel Frémont, and myself with Commo 
dore Stockton in the south.”’ 

From this answer of Captain Hensley to the 
committee’s question, as well as from the tenor of 
other depositions, and the very nature of their 
aces in the battalion, it is clear that he and Ma.- 
jor Reading are the proper persons to be asso- 
ciated with Mr. Frémont in allowing or reject- 
ing these claims. They know every transaction, 
and cannot be deceived. ‘They know every claim- 
ant, and cannot be imposed upon. They know 
the true from the false in every instance, both of 
men and transactions. They can do justice, and 


that upon their own knowledge. Their own char- , 


acters are concerned in rejecting false accounts, and 


preventing their names and acts from being made | 


the means of imposition upon the United States. 
At pages 35 and 36 of the,document, Captain 

Hensley shows that all supplies were scarce and 

dear, and the dearer because necessarily obtained 

without money, there being none feraiah 

United States. He says: 


** After the city of Angels was taken by the United States | 


forces, Captain Gillespie was left in command, and [ acted 


As Assistant quartermaster to the troops stationed there. Af- || 


terthe insurrection broke out in September, 1846, provisions 
and supplies of all kinds could only be obtained at the most 


extravagant prices, the whole surrounding country being in 


the hands of the enemy.” 


And he gives a statement of prices, fully sus- 
taining this declaration: 


* Horses and mules, from.............+..-825 to $35 00 
Saddles, complete, from 30 to 640 00 
ROR sce 6 ps 008s Sewsek es oe bene en dae 6 to 10 00 
Spurs 6to 1000 

4to 800 

5S) to 100 00 

Powder, per pound one 2 00 
Lead, per pound 37} 

Percussion caps, per thousand 10 00 

Beef cattle, per head to 10 00 

Flour, per hundred pounds............ ° 10 00 

Sugar, per hundred-pounds.... 37 to 5) ON 
Coffee, per hundred pounds..,........ oe 50 00” 


At such prices as these, except for the horses 
and cattle, which are below the price of the same 
in the United States, and without money to pay 
down, amounts soon run up high; but still small 
for the great results produced in conquering the 


country, and pacifying it, before the United States | 


troops arrived. 


A great error prevails in the minds of some Sen- | 


ators as to the authority for incurring these claims. 
The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] classes 
them all as unauthorized. It is a great mistake. 
The claims arising from unauthorized operations, 
limit themselves to about thirty days of time, and 
to the expenses of a force of less than three hun- 
dred men. They limit themselves to the opera- 
tions under the flag of independence—from the first 
week in June to the 10th of July—when the flag 
of independence was abandoned, that of the Wni. 
ted States adopted, and the battalion went into ser- 
vice with the navy. From this time forth, all 
expenses were duly authorized, the naval com- 
manders acting under special orders from the Pres- 
ident, to conquer, retain, and govern California. 
These orders began in October, 1845, in anticipa- 
tion of the war, and were continued by successive 
orders of the most urgent kind. Those of July 
12, 1846, though they did not arrive until opera- 
lions were over, were issued in the very time that 
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ed by the 


Mr. Frémont was in the act of joining the naval 
forces, and show what the intention of the Gov- 
ernment was at that time. They were addressed 
to Commodore Sloat, and said: 

* Previous instructions have informed you of the instruc- 


tions of this Government, pending the war with Mexico, to 
take and hold possession of California. * * * The 


object of the United Siates is, under its rights as a belliger- || 


ent pation, to possess itself entirely of Upper Califormia. * 
. ° . the object of the United States has reference 
to ultimate peace with Mexico ; and it, at that peace, the basis 
of tie uti possidetis shall be established, the Government ex- 
pects, through your forces, to be found in actual possession 
of Upper California. * * * This will bring with it 


the necessity of a civil administration. Such agoverument | 


should be established under your protection.” 


These instructions are positive in themselves, | 


and refer to previous instructions. They corre- 
spond with all the previous orders to the navy. 
‘hat branch of the public force was charged in 
advance, and in anticipation of the war, with the 
conquest of California, whenever war broke out. 
They were to conquer the country; they were to 
hold possession of it ull peace; and they were to 
establish a civil government for its temporary ad- 
ministration, ‘lhe naval commanders were to do 
this, and did do it. Commodore Stockton took 
command in July, immediately after Mr, Frémont 
came to Monterey, and under his orders, all subse- 


quent military operations were carried on, and the | 
civil governmentestablished, the expenses of which | 
now remain to be paid. Commodore Stockton re- | 
ceived the thanks of the Government for prosecu- | 


ting the conquest of California; Commodore Sloat 
was censured and recalled for not doing it; and 
Mr. F’'rémont and his battalion were a partof Stock- 
ton’s forces, and acted under orders trom hin. 


The very day this letter of the 12th of July was | 


written at Washington, Mr. Frémont was on his 
way to Monterey, to aid Commodore Sloat to do 


from Washington, 
miles, and without orders, he was doing what the 


commanders could not have done without a land 
force. 


August 13, 1846, shows not only that the naval 
commanders were required to conquer, retain, and 
govern California, but that they would be censured 
and superseded for not doing it. Here is that or- 
der, dated, as | have said, on August 13, lo46— 


ton and F'rémont were entering the city of the An- 
gels, and putting the finishing-hand to the conquest 
of California. Hear it: 
«U.S. Navy DEPARTMENT, 
“ Washington, “august 13, 1846. 

«Commopore: The department las received your letter, 
No. 51, of June 6, from which it appears, that while you 
were aware of the existence ‘of actual war’ between the 


United States and Mexico, you remained in a state ot inac- | 


| tivity, and did not carry outthe instructions of June 24, lo4o, 


framed to be executed even in the event of the mere decla- | 


raion of War, much more in the event of actual hostilities. 


‘Those instructions you were ordered to carry out ‘at once.’ | 


“In any letter of August 5, 1645, the receipt of which you 
acknowledged on the 28ih January, 1846, reterring to them, 


L said: * In the event of war, you will obey the instructions || 
recently addressed to you via Panama.’ in my letter of Oc- 

tober 17,1545, of which you acknowledge the receipt on the | 
17th of March, 1846, referring to these instructions once | 
more, L said further: ‘In the event of actual hosulities be- |) 
‘tween the Mexican Government and our own, you will so | 


‘dispose of your whole force as to carry out most effectually 
* the objects specified in the instructions forwarded to you 


surely there is no ambiguity in this language. 
* And in my letter of the 23d of February last, sent through 
Mexico, I remarked: ‘This letter is sent to you overland, 
| © enclosed, as you suggest, to Messrs. Mott, Talbot, & Co., 
* Mazaulan, and you will readily understand the reserve with 
| * which itis written.’ 
** The deparunent, on August 5, 1845, had also told you 


‘that your rorce should not be weakened while hostilities | 


‘are threatened by Mexico.” Your course was particularly 
approved in detaining the frigate Constitution. : 
* The departmer.. will hope thata more urgent necessity 


than as yetappears, existed for the otherwise premature re- || 


turn of that vessel, 

** Tne department willingly believes in the purity of your 
intentions. But your anziety not to do wrong, has led you into 
a most unfortunate and unwarrantuble inactivity. 

“ Very respectfully, yours, 
* GEORGE BANCROFT. 

«Com. Joun D. Stoat, 

** Com’g U. S. naval forces in the Pacific Ocean.” 


This is the letter of recall to Commodore Sloat; 
recalling him for inactivity; for delay in commen- 
cing hostilities; for his unfortunate anxiety not to 


do wrong. It is full proof, not only of authority | 
‘to act, but of blame for not acting. Commodore ! 


ne. 


| Stockton succeeded Commodore Sloat. He acted 


the very thing which these reiterated instructions | 
required him to do. He was fulfilling, to the let- | 
ter, on that day, the orders which were emanating || 
At the distance of 3,000 | 


‘The letter of recall to Commodore Sloat, dated | 


by a strange coincidence, the very day that Stock- | 


‘ fromm the department, in view of such a contingency.’ And | 


came as they ex 
| nothing. He did not interfere in their behalf; he 


° 

April 25, 
and Frémont with him; and the mass of thes 
claims, the whole, except the insignificant amount 
accruing during the first thirty days under the flag 
of independence, arose under the command of 
Commodore Stockton, and were doubly authorized 
both by his position as commander on the Califor. 
nia station, by the reiterated orders to the nayal 
commanders, and by the express approbation of 

his conduct since he returned home. 
The operations without authority limit them. 
selves, then, to about thirty days of time at the 
commencement, and will not require forty thou. 


_ sand dollars to pay them; and for that sum the 


United States received more than the amount atthe 


| time in horses, cattle, cannon, and muskets, taken 
_ from the enemy and delivered to the United Sta 


° a leg 
or used in her service. Eighteen brass cannon 
’ 


' two hundred and fifty stand of muskets, four o- 


five hundred cattle, and nearly double as many 
horses, taken under the independent flag, went {5 
the United States. These materials of war wept 
to the United States, and were worth full ff 

thousand dollars in money. The United States 
received, then, in materials of war, more than jt 
is asked to pay for these unauthorized operations, 
She received horses, eattle, cannon, and muskets, 
to more than the value; and we are ready to put 
a proviso to the bill limiting the amount to be paid 


| for these operations to a less sum than the value 


of the articles actually received. But this would 


_be but a poor way of settling the account. The 


United States received all the fruits of the revoly- 
tionary movement; she received all the benefits of 
the movement: and these benefits were of a kind 
not to be weighed or measured against money, 


She received all the northern half of California, 


conquered to her hard, before the naval forces be- 
gan to act; and this half so received by her has 
remained tranquil in her hands ever since. It 
broke up the juntas for transferring the country to 
the protection of Great Britain, and stopped the 


ie anccanaaniailinek dase, aaa grants and sales of the public domain to British 
I > y c oy ; | 


subjects; and arrested the proceedings in the Mac. 


| namara grant of three thousand square leagues be- 
| fore the grant was complete, and all the original 
| papers of which have been brought to the United 


States. It induced Commodore Sloat to change 
his mind after he had been five days at Monterey, 


|| and decided him to take possession of the place, 
_ thus anticipating the arrival of the British Admiral 
_by a few days, and converting his arrival into 


benefit instead of harm. For when he did arrive, 


_ finding the place in possession of the United States, 


he saw that his mission was at an end, and went 
off as suddenly and mysteriously as he came, 


, abandoning California to its new masters, and 
pes an end to all hope of British protection. 


“inally, it saved the American settlers from de- 


| struction, gave a body of organized and victorious 


land forces to the United States to aet with the 
navy, and presented to the view of the British Ad- 


_miral that camp of mounted rifiemen which had 


such a discouraging effect upon his mind, and such 
an encouraging one upon the minds of the naval 


| forces. 


These were the benefits received by the United 
States from the movement under the independent 
flag. They are above price, and beyond dispute. 
The historical depositions taken by the committee 
prove everything, and the despatch of Commodore 
Sloat to the Secretary of the Navy, of July 31, 


| 1846, coincides with the sworn testimony in show- 
_ ing the happy effects all this had upon the British 
| Admiral’s visit, converting it into a benefit instead 


of a mischief. He says: 
“On the 16th the British Admiral, Sir George F. Seymour, 


| arrived in the Collingwood, 8&0. An officer was immediately 
| sent to tender him the usual courtesies and the facilities of 
/ the port. He was subsequently furnished with a set of top- 


gallantivasts and other spars for his ship, and sailed on the 


|| 23d for the Sandwich Islands. 


“The visit of the Admiral was very serviceable to our cause 
in California, as the inhabitants iy believed he would take 
part with them, and that we would be obliged to abandon our 
conquest; but when they saw the friendly intercourse subsisting 
between us, and found that he could not interfere in their be- 
hulf, they abandoned all hope of ever seeing the Mexican flag 


| flying in California again.” 


Thus the British Admiral disappointed the ex- 


tations of the British party in California. He 
ne ’ ted, foe ven he came he did 


behaved friendly. He went off in a few days, 
carrying with him the emissary Macnamara; an 
on his departure the inhabitants lost all hope of 
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ne the Mexican flag again flying in Cali- 
fornia. ‘Thus was California saved from passing, 
ike the Mosquito coast, and so many other places, 
aqder British protection. California was saved ! 
And how came it to be saved? Because Mr. Fré- 
mont, his topographical corps, and the settlers, had 
overturned the Mexican authority before he ar- 
-~yed—had extinguished the British party—had 
induced Commodore Sloat to take possession of 
Monterey, and he himself, with his battalion, had 
~pme down to the coast to second the operations 
ofthe navy. This saved California. All the depo- 
sitions attribute these results to Mr. Frémont’s 
movement; and his coming down to Monterey to 
soin the naval forces was the crowning act of his 
whole conduct. It was decisive upon the minds of 
noth British and Americans. It shawed a land 
force, already victorious over the Mexican author- 
ities, ready to act with the navy. A camp of 
mounted riflemen suddenly appearing, and as if by 
magic, Was an impressive sight both to British and 
Americans. It discouraged one as much as it en- 
couraged the other, and assured the conquest of 
all the remaining part of California. Lieutenant 
Minor, of the navy, then in Commodore Sloat’s 
squadron, has well testified to all this. He says: 

«The undersigned was on duty on shore when Captain |! 
Frémont arrived with his force at Monterey from the north. 
The undersigned believes that the appearance of this body | 
of men, and the well-known character of its commander, not 
only made a strong impression upon the British Admiral and 
officers, but an equally impressive and more happy one upon || 
ihose of the American navy then in Monterey. For himself, 
the undersigned can say, that after he had seen Captain Fré 
mont’s command, all his doubts regarding the conquest of 
California were removed.’ 


ever seel 


Such is the testimony borne by Lieutenant Mi- 
yor to the decisive effect which the appearance of | 
Frémont’s riflemen made upon the minds of both 
British and Americans at that time. It was cer- | 
tainly a strange and impressive spectacle to see a 
body of American riflemen at such a place, and at 
such a time—three thousand miles from home— | 
on the coast of the Pacific—already victorious over | 
the Mexican authorities, and ready to codperate 
with the naval forces in repulsing British interfer- | 
ence, and in pursuing the conquest of California || 
to its conclusion. Immediately after, they went | 
to sea under Commodore Stockton, sailed five 
hundred miles down the coast, and disembarked |! 
for new services on land. But I forbear. The ob- || 
ject of these few remarks was to show, not the | 
services of the California battalion in the whole 
war, but only for the first thirty days, while acting | 
under the flag of independence, without a knowl- | 
edge of the Mexican war, and without orders | 
from the Government. I mean only to show the 
value of these services, and that all their fruits 
went to the United States; and that the amount to 
be paid for those services under this bill will be | 
less than the value of the horses, cattle, arnum, | 
and cannon delivered to the United States, to say 
nothing of benefits of a different kind, above price | 
and above calculation. 

The bill and the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee are drawn with the view to settle up and to 
close up forever this business of the California 
claims, It is obvious what a mine of fraud they 
must become if not settled up and closed up quick- 
ly and forever. For this purpose the claims | 
are to be examined on the spot where they oc- | 
curred before they are allowed. They are to be 
examined by those who know the truth and jus- 
tice of every transaction—able to detect at once 
ail false or exaggerated claims—and barring for- 
ever all that are not presented and allowed with- 
in the limited time. It also closes up another || 
source of fruitful and almost perpetual claims— || 
that of claims for lost horses. this is a most ex- 
pensive incident of the mounted service—great in 
\iself, and great in its continuance, and hard to be 
brought to a close. This amendment, if adopted, 
will prevent all such claims from coming from | 
California. It will close them all up at the start. 
ltmakes an allowance for forage, at the rate of 
twelve and a half cents a day, in addition to the 
forty cents a day for the use and risk of the horse | 
—an allowance justly made, as no forage was ever 
furnished the California battalion by the United 
States, and the horses were subsisted upon grass 
while watched and guarded by the men. The 
Whole compensation is made into a gross sum, 
(consisting of the items of pay, clothing, use and | 

risk of horse, and forag:,) and offered in full of |, 
all demands for horses lost for any cause, or by /) 
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|| of Lieutenant Richard E. Cochran. Read and 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


any means whatever. It would doubtless be ad- 
vantageous to the United States to settle with all 
their mounted forces on the same terms. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD rose to address the Sen- 


| ate, but the hour being late, he moved, at the sug- 


gestion of Senators around him, that the Senate 
adjourn; which motion was adopted, and the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, -fpril 26, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, asked leave to 
introduce a bill of which previous notice had been 


| given, 


The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the report of the Committee on Printing, 
made the 6th instant, recommending the printing 
of an extra number of the correspondence between 
the Secretary of War and Generals Scott and 
Taylor, and between the Secretary of State and 


| Mr. Trist. 


After several inquiries and suggestions— 
Mr. CLINGMAN said he had no disposition 


| to create delay; all he wished was, that before the 


order was given to print, the whole of the docu- 
ments should have been obtained. It had been 


| intimated that an Executive message now on the 


Speaker’s table contained the remainder of the | 
correspondence called for. He presumed it might 
be now read by the general consent of the House; 
and if such should turn out to be the fact, the whole 
subject could be disposed of by ordering the print- 
ing of an extra number of the whole. He did not 
wish to send out an extra number of an imperfect 
correspondence. 

The SPEAKER thereupon, by general consent, 
laid before the House a message from the President 
of the United States, communicating a report of 
the Secretary of War, with accompanying docu- 
ments, submitted by him as embracing the papers 
and the correspondence between the Secretary of 
War and Major General Scott, called for by the 


| resolution of the House of Representatives of the 


17th instant. 
The message and accompanying documents were 


laid on the table, and the usual number ordered to | 


be printed. 

Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved to amend the 
report of the Committee on Printing, made on the 
6th instant, recommending the printing of an extra 
number of the correspondence between the Secre- 
tary of War and Generals Scott and Taylor, and 
between the Secretary of State and Mr. Trist, so 
as to include the message and documents just laid 
before the House. 

After some suggestions, the motion was laid 
over until to-morrow. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
The SPEAKER proceeded to call the Commit- 
tees for reports. | 
Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the | 
Committee of Claims, to which was referred a bill 
for the relief of Jose Argote Villalobos, Marie Rose, | 


Frangois Felix, Marquis de Fougeres, their heirs | 


or legal representatives, reported the same back to 
the House without amendment. Committed. 
Also, from the same Committee, reported a bill 
to provide for the settlement of claims against the 
United States, and a bill for the relief of the widow | 
committed. 
Mr. LIGON, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred the bill for the relief of John B. Smith | 


Committed. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of A. Fenton. | 
Laid on the table. 

Mr. HAMPTON, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill to refund 
a penalty remitted by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to John Hurdorp. Read and committed. 

Mr. GREGORY, from the same committee, re- 
ported bills for the velief of Thomas H. Leggett, 
and for the relief of certain clerks in the New York | 
custom-house in the year 1841. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the same committee, | 
reported a bill authorizing the erection of certain | 
light-houses, and for other purposes. Read and | 
committed. 
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Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the bill to create 
the office of surveyor general of the public lands in 
the Territory of Oregon, and grant donation rights 
to settlers therein, and for other purposes, reported 
the same back to the House with an amendatory 
bill. Committed. 
Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
in addition to an act therein named: [it relates toa 
grant of land to the trustees of the Wabash and 
Erie Canal Company.] Read and committed. 
Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 
in relation to military land warrants. Read a first 
and second time. 
Mr. C. asked to have the bill put upon its pas- 
sare, 
The question was put on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed, and it was agreed to. The bill being 
engrossed, was read a third time, passed, and sent 
to the Senate for concurrence. 
Mr. COLLAMER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill in addition to an act therein 
named fi. e. concerning a grant of land to the trus- 
tees of the Wabash and Erie Canal Company] was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Agreed to. 
Mr. C. would briefly explain the substance and 
only object of this bill; and when it was under- 
stood, he felt assured that no one would object to 
the bill being at once put upon its passage. A 
| grant of land had been made by Congress to the 
State of Illinois to aid in the construction of the 
| Erie and Wabash canal. The land granted was 
| to consist of alternate sections for five miles on each 
side of the proposed route of the canal. Some por- 
tion of this land the State got; but on examination 
it was found that other portions of it were covered 
by Indian reservations, while other portions be- 
longed to preémptors. The windings of the canal 
| were such as rendered it impracticable for the State 

to get, bounded by straight lines, the quantity of 
| land intended to be given, by allowing alternate 
sections for five miles on each side of it. To make 
| up the deficit in quantity thus arising was the sole 
| purpose of the present bill, so that the canal com- 

missioners might be enabled to complete their con- 

' tract for the construction of the canal. 

| After some suggestions by Mr. SIMS— 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed; and was 
engrossed, sead a third time, passed, and sent to 
the Senate. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of the widow 
and children of Captain Robert sea the discov- 
erer of the Columbia river. Read and committed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported a 
bill to limit the amount of compensation to be paid 
for the transportation of the mail over railroads 
and on steamboats in certain cases. Read and 
committed. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, reported a bill to continue, 
alter, and amend the charter of the city of Wash- 

_ ington. Read and committed. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported a bill to r@peal in part 
the 12th section of the act entitled * An act for the 
regulation of seamen on board the public and pri- 
vate vessels of the United States.”” Read and 


committed. 
Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL asked leave to offer 


| the following resolution: 


| Resolved, That bills reported by the Committee on the 
| Judiciary and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, be made the special order of the day 


: '| for the third Tuesday of May. 
' and Simeon Darden, reported the same back to the |, 


| House without amendment. 


Being objected to, it was not received. 


Mr. TAYLOR, from the same committee, to 
which was referred the bill of the House to change 
the place of holding the district court of the United 
Siates for the middle district of Alabama, and for 
other purposes, reported the same back to the 
House with an amendment. Committed. 

On motion of Mr. PETTIT, the Committee on 
the Judiciary was discharged from the considera- 
tion of the resolution of the 13th of March, 1848, 
directing them to inquire into the propriety of 
allowing defendants in criminal cases mm the courts 
of the United States to exumine witnesses in their 
behalf on commission. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims was dis- 
charged from the petitions of the heirs of Joseph 
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Frederick, deceased, and of the heirs of Jacob Nut- 
ter. Laid on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Thomas Jett, deceased. Read and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. IVERSON, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports on the peutions of the legal repre- 
sentatives of William Shippen, deceased, and of 
the heirs of William Campbell, deceased. Laid 
on the table, 

Mr. TALLMADGE reported a bill for the relief 
of H. M. Salomon, legal representative of Haym 
Salomon. Read and committed, 

Mr. ‘TOMPKINS, from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, to which was referred House 
bill supplemental to an act to confirm the survey 
and location of claims for land in the State of Mis- 


sissippi, east of Pearl river and south of the 31st | 


degree of north latitude, approved March 3, 1845, 


reported the same back to the House without | 


amendment. Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, a bill amend- 
atory of an act, approved on the 26th of May, 1824, 
and reénacted on the 17th of June, 1844, entitled 
“An act enabling claimants to lands within the 
limits of the State of Missouri and Territory of 
Arkansas to institute proceedings to try the validity 
of their claims.’’ Read and committed. 

Mr. WICK, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report on the petition of George Green. 
Laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. WICK, the Committee on 
Private Land Claims was discharged from the let- 
ter of George Green, relative to the claim of the 
heirs of William MeGee; and that the petitioner 
have leave to withdraw the same. 

Mr. TOMPKINS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill supplemental to the act to con- 
firm the survey and location of claims for land in 
the State of Mississippi, east of Pearl river and 
south of the 31st degree of north latitude, was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

After a short debate, by Messrs. DICKEY, 
BROWN of Mississippi, and TOMPKINS, the 
motion to reconsider was disagreed to, 

Mr. RUMSEY, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of Mary Toorea and Frederic Grove, heirs of 
William McGhee, deceased. Laid on the table. 

Mr. CATHCART, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Israel 
Johnson. Read and committed 

Mr. BARRINGER, from the same committee, 
to which was referred the House bill for the relief 
of Abraham Hogeboom, deceased, reported the 
same back to the House without amendment. 
Committed. 

Also, from the same committee, an adverse re- 
port upon the petition of George McGuire. Laid 
on the table. 

Also, from the same committee, the following 
resolution; which was read and agreed to: 

Kesolved, That the Secretary of War cause to be commu- 
nieated to this louse the report of Messrs. Brewster and 
Harden, late comunussioners appointed to adjudicate the 
claims arising @uder the Cherokee treaty of 1805-6. 

Mr. McILVAINE, from the same committee, 
reported a joint resolution providing for the pay- 
ment of certain deficiencies to the Shawnee Indians. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
to provide for bringing home to the United States 


the remains of the deceased officers and soldiers of | 


our country who were killed in battle or who died 
in Mexico during the present war, reported the 
same back to the House with the recommendation 
that it be laid on the table; and it was accordingly 
laid on the table. 


Also, from the same committee, reported a bill 


to establish an arsenal of construction at Atalanta, | 


in the State of Georgia. Read and committed. 


THE GENERALS OF THE ARMY. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, reported the 
following bill to amend the act cael * An act 
supplemental to an act enutled ‘ An act providing 
for the prosecution of the existing war between 
the United Stuutes and the Republic of Mexico, 
and for other purposes :’”’ 


Be it enacted, Ye., That the proviso of the first section of 
an act approved the 18th day of June, 1546, in the following 


words: * That when the war with Mexico shall be termina- |: passed to apply this provision to other than the i ble colleague raise his voice in opposition to this 
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ted by a definitive treaty of peace, duly concluded and rati- 
fied, the number of major generals in the army shail be 
reduced to one, and the number of brigadier generals shail 
be reduced to two; and the President of the United States 
is authorized aud directed to select from the whole number 
which may then be in office, without regard to date of their 
commissions, the number Lo be reuuued, and cause the :e- 
mainder to be discuarged from the service of the United 
States,’ be and the same is hereby repealed. 


The bill having been read through— 
Mr. BURT’ said it was known to the House 


that the act of the l8th June, 1846, directed that so | 


soon as a treaty of peace should have been con- 
cluded with Mexico, the number of major generals, 
which by that act was raised to two, should be 
reduced to one, and the number of brigadier gen- 
erals, which by that act was raised to four, should 
be reduced to two. We were in constant expect- 
ation of the ratification of a treaty of peace with 
Mexico; and when that should have been accom- 
plished, under the act of 1846, it would become the 
imperative duty of the President to select from the 
two Major Generals one to be retained, and from 
the four Brigadier Generals two to be retained, 
without reference to the date of their commissions. 


It would be seen that the terms of the act required | 


that a reduction of the Major and Brigadier Gen- 
erals should be made, thereby anticipaung consid- 
eration by this House, when a treaty of peace 
should be ratified, on the subject of a reducuon of 
the army to a peace establishment. 
be no alternative, unless this bill should be passed, 
and one or the other of the major generals—either 
General Scott, or General Taylor—must, under the 


proviso of the act of June 18, 1846, be discharged | 


trom the service of the United States. It was 
known to the House that Major General Taylor 


received his ees under the authority of | 


the act of 18th June, 1846. He was now a Major 
General, and either he or General Scott must ne- 


cessarily, unless this bill be passed, and the pro- || 
viso of the law of 1846 repealed, be discharged 


from the service of the United States. He was 


sure it was not the disposition of the House in ad- | 


vance to determine that either one or the other of 
these Generals should be deprived of his commis- 
sion and dismissed from the service. 


Mr. BOYD moved to refer the bill to the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The effect of this bill would be to double the num- 
ber of Major Generals and the Brigadier Generals 
over the number which were found in the service 
when we entered into this war. To this he was 
opposed, and he therefore hoped it would be the 
pleasure of the House to send this bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURT begged to state to the House and to 


the gentleman from Kentucky that the reference of || 


this bill as proposed would be equivalent to its re- 
jection. It would produce that result thus: If the 
bill, as it was reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, should be committed to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, it would 
take its place on the calendar, and, according to 


the order of the business of this House, he feared | 
it would not be reached during the present session. | 


He therefore warned the House, if it meant to re- 
ject this bill, and to superinduce the necessity of 
one of those Major Generals going out of commis- 
sion on the ratification of a treaty of peace with 


Mexico, that to refer it to the Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union would effectually 
accomplish it. 

Mr. BOTTS said he should be surprised if the 
House should adopt the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Boyp.] It would be recol- 
lected, that in the year 1846, an act was passed 


supplemental to an act entitled ‘* An act providing | 


for the prosecution of the existing war between 
the United States and the Republic of Mexico, and 
for other purposes,’’ in which there was a pro- 
vision by which it was made the imperative duty 
of the President of the United States, on the ter- 
mination of the war with Mexico, to reduce the 
number of major generals that might then be in 
commission to one, and the brigadier generals to 
two, *fand the President of the United States is 
‘authorized and directed to select from the whole 
‘number which may then be in office, without 
‘regard to the date of their commissions, the num- 
‘ ber to be retained, and cause the remainder to be 
‘discharged from the service of the United States.”’ 


| Now, he had reason to believe that it was not the 


intention of the Congress by which this law was 


There would | 
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regular service of the United States. He } 
it was not intended that the major gene 
brigadier generals of the volunteer forces sho ld 
be made to supersede those of the regular em i 
and yet, it would be seen, so loose was the phrase. 
ology of the act, it might be made to apply to th E 
whole number of generals in service at the nai 
nation of the war. If this war should cease <n 
morrow, and information that a treaty of peace 
had been ratified between this Government and 
Mexico should come to us, the President of the 
United States would have no alternative but to 
discharge not only the volunteer officers, but one 
of the major generals now in commission jn the 
_regular service. Either Major General Scott or 
| Major General Taylor would be necessarily de. 
| prived of his commission. Now, he could not 
bring himseff to the belief that it was the purpose 
| of this House to require the President of the United 
States to discharge either of those major generals 
| and to exercise his discretion in the selection he. 
tween them. And yet if this bill were not passed 
it would be unavoidable, for by the law of 1846 
| the President had no discretion but to do it. The 
promotion of General Taylor from a brigadier’s 
| commission to that of a major general, it was well 
| known, was the result of brilliant services, and hie 
| understood the President was desirous to avoid 
being placed in a position in which he would be 
required to choose between General Scott and Gen- 
eral Taylor. 

Mr. CABELL. There will be no difficulty re. 
specting that matter, for we shall make one the 
Presidentof these United States, and then the other 
_ major general will remain of course. 

Mr. BOTTS repeated that he understood the 
President did not wish such duties to be lodged in 
| his hands, but there it would remain if this bil} 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
| state of the Union; for, in the language of the gen- 
| tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Burt,] sucha 

reference would be equivalent to its rejection. He 
hoped the bill would be put upon its passage. 
ir. JONES, of Tennessee, hoped the bill would 
not “en upon its passage, but that it would be 
| referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
, state of the Union. If the treaty of peace should 
be ratified, it would be the duty of the President 
to act under the law of 1846, and if it were not 
ratified, of course he would not be called upon to 
act. But, suppose the treaty should be ratified, 
| and it became necessary to reduce the army—and 
' in such an event, he supposed all would agree that 
such a necessity seat present itself—was it for 
this Elouse, was it for the Congress of the United 
|| States to say, in reducing the army, which of those 


lieved 
rals and 





| officers shall be dismissed from the service? He 
| hoped it was not the purpose of any gentleman 
there to retain all the officers and men who had 
| been brought into the service since the war began. 
| And when it became necessary to make the reduc- 
tion, would it be the province of Congress to des- 
_ignate who should go out? Would not that be 
substantially to exercise the appointing power, 
| which was now vested in the President of the Uni- 
| ted States—a power which, according to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, could not be exercised 
by Congress under any circumstances whatever? 
He agreed with the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bortts,] that the law passed in 1846 was rather 
anomalous in its terms. It provided that the two 
_ major generals should be reduced to one, and the 
| four brigadier generals to two, and that number, 
he conceived, would be amply sufficient. But this 
anomalous act also provided that the President 
should determine the person. This was not, he 
| was aware, the proper time to discuss the merits 
of this bill, nor the subject of the reduction of the 
army. Wedid not know yet that we could reduce 
the army, or that the circumstances would be such 
as to require its reduction. But he desired that 
this bill should go to the Committee of the Whole 
‘| on the state of the Union, that every member of 
| the House might have an opportunity to investi- 
|| gate the subject. And if the treaty should be rati- 
‘| fied, and if it should not then bethought proper to 
‘| save both General Scott and General Taylor to the 
|| service, and their friends should not make one of 
} them President, and leave the other aeenent in 
on- 


commission, he would say, leave it where the 


stitution of the United States left it, with the Presi- 
dent of the United States. : 
Mr. STANTON was sorry to hear his honora- 
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pill. He was sorry, because he thought the cir- 
_ymstances were such as to require this bill to be 
ced immediately, without the slightest delay. 
Ve was sure that no man on his side of the House 
ae considered the policy that it was proper for 
them as a party to pursue, would desire that the 
President, or that they themselves, should be re- 
duced to the alternative of dismissing either Gen- 
eral Taylor or General Scott from the service. Let 
it be remembered, and he cailed the particular 
attention of his colleague to the fact, that the law 
of 1846, the operation of a proviso of which it was 
now deemed necessary to prevent, was passed be- 
fore anything had been done by one of those distin- 
syished men in the battle-fields of Mexico. Those 
creat battles, except those which procured for Gen- 
eral Taylor the reward of a major general’s com- 
mission, had not then been fought. He repeated 
that he did not believe it would be their policy, 
speaking as a party, or In any other point of view, 
he knew not that it would be consistent with the 
ratitude due for the services of those distinguished 
men, to dismiss either of them from the position 
which they have attained. He had no hesitation 
to announce his disposition to retain both of them 
as long as they lived. 
Mr. JONES. I am not for that—that’s certain. 
Mr. STANTON. With the prestige of their 
great services about them, he would not attempt to 
dismiss them from the service under the operation 
of that bill. ; 
Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, said, as he in- 
tended to vote to commit this bill to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, he felt 
called upon to reply to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, [Mr. Burt,] and the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Borts.] He could 
notagree with those gentlemen in their position, 


that to refer a bill to the Committee of the Whole | 


on the state of the Union was to defeat it. He did 
not so understand the practice or the rules of this 
House; and he desired to protest against such a 
doctrine. Gentlemen need not warn the House of 
the effect of particular votes; itis to be presumed, at 
least, that members understand not only the rules 
of the House, but also their duty to the country. 

If it be the defeat of a bill so to refer it, why, he 
would ask, are all other bills referred? Appro- 
priation bills, ** war bills,”’ and others ofthe utmost 
importance, are so referred; and he had yet to 
learn that such reference was intended to defeat 
them, or that it would have that effect. 

Mr. BOTTS desired permission to explain. The 
gentleman from Alabama was aware that a rule ex- 
isted by which bills were placed on the calendar in 


the-order of their reference, and that appropriation | 
bills could be taken up out of their order, giving || 
them the precedence over others that might have || 


been first reported. If, then, this bill should go to 


the Gommittee of the Whole, it would take its | 
place behind all others, and probably it would not | 


ve reached this session. 


Mr. HOUSTON said he was aware of the ex- | 
istence and terms of the rule referred to; but gen- | 
tlemen surely expected to do more than pass the 


appropriation bills before the adjournment of this 
session. There was ample time, if it were indus- 
triously used, to pass the war bills, the appropria- 


tons, and all other important bills now before US; || 
and if this one had a majority of friends in the || 


House, no one could doubt but that it would be 


passed before the adjournment; and this new doc- | 


(rine, which gentlemen had advanced, existed only 


in their imaginations, and not in the practice of 


the House. 

Mr. H. said he did not intend, on the present 
occasion, to enter into a lengthened argument upon 
the merits of this bill; he intended to vote against 


it, and especially if pressed upon the House out of | 


time and place, and without proper discussion, 
without giving members an opportunity to examine 
into its merits or demerits. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sranron] seemed astonished that 
any one on this “* side of the House’’ should be found 
to vote against this bill. Does he mean to say that 
this side of the House is, or should be, “for a large 
standing army?”’ If so, he mistakes the position 
of his political friends, at least so far as he (Mr. 
H.) had any knowledge of their views upon this 
subject, Mi . H. said, if he had been able to un- 
derstand the position of the Democratic party in 
relation to the army, it was, that they wanted a 
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He did not intend to say how large. He did not 
say how much, if any larger, it should be after this 
war should terminate than the old peace establish- 
ment. That point was not now legitimately before 
the House. When it shail come up, however, he 
would be ready to act, and meet the responsibility 
growing out of such action. He would repeat, 
however, now, that he was opposed to a large army 
in peace, and would vote to reduce it to a proper 
standard when the time shall arrive which renders 
it necessary. Our republican instituuons forbid 
the idea of a large peace army; the spirit and sen- 
tment of the peopie forbid it. 

We have been told that our policy, as a party, 
requires the passage of this bill. Are such argu- 
ments to be presented to influence the votes of the 
representatives of freemen? Are party feelings 
to be appealed to for the purpose of passing or 
|| defeating a bill, regardless of the great interest of 
| the country? If so, then indeed has the time ar- | 
rived for us to become alarmed for our country. 
|| He said no one would doubt but that he was a goud 

ne man. He was a party man, because he be- 

ieved in the correctness of the principles of the 

| Democratic party. Yet he would not vote for a 
|, bill through motfves of policy which his judgment 
|| condemned. He loved his party; but he loved his 
|| country more. That gentleman said these distin- 
| guished generals had rendered important services 
| to the country since the law of 1846, which con- 
|| tains the proviso now attempted to be repealed, 
|| for which they should be retained during their 
| lives. Did he intend to say that these major gen- 
|| erals and brigadier generals were appointed with 
the view, understanding, or belief, that they were 
not to render those distinguished services if an 
opportunity should present itself? That seemed 
to him to be a most extraordinary argument. Be- | 
cause they have rendered these services,and because | 
the House of Representatives of the Congress of 
the United States had not anticipated such extraor- 
dinary services, therefore they ought not to be made 
| Subject to the operation of that law. Was it not | 
expected by every member of Congress by whom | 
the act of 1846 was passed, that every officer, of | 
every kind—officers of companies and of regi- 
ments, as well as general officers—would render 
distinguished services, as these officers have done? 

But there was another point of view in which 
this subject presented itself. He had been present 
in this 
sitions were made to reduce the army, or to reduce 
|| the pay of the officers; and he knew that it would 
| be one of the most difficult undertakings in which 
Congress could engage, to reduce it, at the termi- | 
nation of this war, to a peace establishment; and 
if, therefore, they gave up the benefit of the pro- | 
vision of the law of 1846, they would throw them- | 
selves back on a position from which they would | 
have to start anew, and engage in a contest with | 
the army, fresh from the battle-field, covered, and 
justly covered, with honor and glory, with all its 
power and influence. 





to give a vote to disband either officers or soldiers 
who might wish to retain their places; and, if he 
were to consult his own personal feelings on the 
subject, he would not do so. But there are other 
and higher interests at stake in this matter; the in- 
terests of the country require it. In his view of 
| his duty, he had no discretion left him on that 
| subject. 

] Mr. STANTON asked the gentleman from Ala- 
| 





bama if he thought, when the treaty should be 
| ratified, that such men as General Taylor and 
| General Scott should be dismissed from the service 
\| of the United States? He desired a categorical 
|| answer. 
Mr. HOUSTON replied, that the law of 1846 


| created offices with the distinct provision that they | 


should be dispensed with at the close of the war, 
| and the officers brought down to a specified num- 
|| ber. He would not say whether he would dis- 
1 charge General Taylor or General Scott. He 
| saul not say whom of the brigadiers he would 
| discharge. But the law of 1846, which created 


these offices, made provision for the reduction of 


|| erals to two; and every one knew, on accepting 
\| those offices, that, at the close of the war, the law 
| required the President to discharge that duty—a 
'| duty which he had no doubt the President would 
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rank—were to be dismissed when their services 
| became unnecessary, when the Government had 


|| fact, it was no answer at all. 
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erals, and provides for disbanding the army, ex- 
cept a necessary peace establishment. But if they 
now passed this bill, he would inquire if our pres- 
ent army was to be kept in the public service? 

When, where, and how, do gentlemen propose 
to reduce the army? Or do they intend to reduce 
itatall? Ifa reduction be contemplated, why not 
hold on to what we have? Why give up the ad- 
vantages of the existing laws? Experience teaches 
us that the great difficulty in the way of reducing 
an American army is the influence of the officers. 
They are generally men of great worth and influ- 
ence, enlisting in their behalf many and warm 
friends; and in that way influences are brought to 
bear upon Congress which it cannot resist. 

Mr. BOTTS thought he could relieve the mind 
of the gentleman from Alabama. If this bill should 
pass into a law, and repeal the original proviso to 
which it referred, the acts which created the volun- 
teer forces would operate upon them, and they 
would go out of the service as a matter of course 
at the end of the war. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Virginia 
said the volunteers would be disbanded at the end 
of the war. Ele was aware of that; but this pro- 
viso applies to the regular army, and not the vol- 
unteers, and relates to more than major or brigadier 
generals. He would ask, if the officers for their 
brilliant services were to be retained for life, what 
they should do with the men who had rendered val- 
uable services to the country for a remuneration of 
only eight dollars per month?) The men by thou- 
sands and tens of thousands had undergone all the 
hardships, and trials, and dangers of the campaign 
and the battle-field for the poor pittance of eight 











| dollars per month; but they were to be disbanded— 
| they were to be thrown on their own resources! 


There was no feeling exhibited for them. Butwhen 
officers who received high salaries—major generals 
and brigadier generals, and other officers of high 


no further use for them, the sympathy of certain 
gentlemen in this House was greatly excited in 
their behalf. Now, he held that if the mea were 
to be discharged, the officers should go too. We 
have too many officers for a peace establishment. 
Mr. STANTON was understood to remark that 
the very men for whom the gentleman from Ala- 


| bama sympathized would not side with that gen- 
ouse on previous occasions when propo- || tleman in his opposition to our two distinguished 


| major generals. 
Mr. HOUSTON asked the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Stanton] if he was in favor of dis- 
banding the soldiers, and discharging the officers of 


| lower grade, and retaining the field officers? Was 


he willing to make so unnecessary and unjust a 


|, distinction between different classes of the army— 


a distinction founded alone upon rank? 
Mr. STANTON replied, that the army would 
necessarily be reduced at the end of the war; but 


\ || they would disappoint the hopes of the country, 
In such a contest, he feared | 


they should fail. He was free to say, he regretted | 


they would shock the feelings of the country and 
the patriotism of the people, and they would not 


have the approbation of the soldiers themselves 


|| who fought under General Tayler and General 


| Scott, if they dismissed either of them. 

Mr. HOUSTON said the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee had given a most extraordinary answer. In 
He was really ata 
loss, too, to know how that gentleman had ascer- 
tained the state of the feelings of the army respect- 


|| ing the dismissal of some of its field officers. He 


| seemed to think that the men would not want to 
be retained. Was it not as fair and reasonable to 
| presume that the officers would not want to be re- 


| tained on the peace establishment either? To say 


_ otherwise, was to make an assault upon them; for 
it was an intimation that they desired to retain their 
pay when their services were not required. 

ir. BURT was quite amazed, as he was sure 

| the House must be, at the warmth which the 
panne from Alabama was getting up in his own 
osom in relation to this mater. He begged to 

| say to that gentleman, that there never was an 


| army in any civilized country—he defied any mil- 


redu | itary man or any civilian to show the contrary by 
|| the major generals to one, and the brigadier gen- | 


pointing to any civilized country on the face of the 
earth—in which the number of efficers in propor- 
tion to the number of the troops was so aadcae 
in the army of the United States. Why, through- 
out the battles which had been fought in the valley 


large army in time of war, but a small one in time | discharge. This law of 1846, it would be seen, | of Mexico, colonels were obliged to command bri- 
of peace. ‘They desired a small peace establishment. |! went beyond the major generals and brigadier gen- |) gades, captains regiments, and second lieutenants 
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companies, and so on. At the time when we had 
but one major general, the military establishment 
of the United States consisted of 8,000 troops, 
whereas the regular army was now 17,000; and if 
the territory waa acquired in Mexico which they 
all supposed would be, he would undertake to say 
that the Secretary of War—he had had no confer- 
ence with him, but he would undertake to say that 
the President of the United States and the Secre- 
tary of War, and everybody else who knew any- 
thing on the subject, would inform the House that 
an army of 20.000 troops would not be more than 
sufficient for the defence of the territory of the 
United States; and he would ask if an army of 
15,000 or 20,000 men was to be commanded by one 
major general? He submitted to the gentleman 
from Alabama, that by the passage of this bill they 
did not determine, nor was it necessary now to 
discuss, what should constitute the peace estab- 
lishment of the United States, That question 
would remain until its consideration should neces- 
sarily devolve upon them. When it should come 
up, he should be prepared for it; but he would now 
only repeat that the gentleman from Alabama was 
mistaken when he complained that the number of 
ofliccrs Was too great in proportion to the number 
of men. 

Mr. HIOUSTON said, the gentleman from South 
Carolina did not present the real issue, as he un- 
derstood it, which was contained in this bill. He 
had spoken of the disparity of the number of offi 
cers and men in the army of the United States, 
when compared with the armies of other nations; 
but if he were to ask the gentleman from South 
Carolina if he would have been willing to increase 
the number of officers, if the war with Mexico had 
not taken place, he should be at no loss to deter- 
mine What hisanswer would be. That gentleman, 
he supposed, would not have been willing to in- 
crease the number of officers on a peace establish- 
ment; but the ground which he had now assumed 
was, that as they were there, they should remain. 
‘That gentleman had also stated, that during the 
war with Mexico, subordinate officers had been 
compeiled to command larger divisions than be- 
longed to their rank. Would he be pleased to 
inform the House why that was so? Did it not 
proceed from the fact that there were not officers 
suflicienton the field, in consequence of the incom- 
petency of some, and the absence of others, who, 
while holding commissions under the Government 
of the United States, were unable to serve the 
country in Mexico? 

Mr. BURT remarked that everybody knew that 
these major generals and brigadier generals were 
in the field in Mexico. 

Mr. HOUSTON knew and acknowledged that 
fact; he neither made nor intimated acharge against 
either of them; he was proud to honor them as 
skillful and brave generals, who had discharged a 
fauhtul duty. But why retain the general officers, 
and discharge the various valiant officers of regi- 
ments, batiations, and companies? 

if brilliant services were to be rewarded by re- 
tention in the service, why not reward to the lowest 
grade of office? Justice requires that the same 
daring conduet, the same brilliant service, should 
meet the same reward, whether performed by one 
high in rank, or low in rank. He intended to 
speak in military phrase. 

This was notall. He would ask, why discharge 


the men—the common soldier—and not the ofii- 


cer? If we have no men, or but few men, we will 
want but few officers; and it follows, that to re- 
tain some and not others, expressly upon the ground 
of brilliant services, when it is conceded that their 
services are no longer needed by the country, will 
be drawing an unjust distinction between merito- 
rious men in favor of those retained. Mr. H. de- 
sired to inquire of gentlemen what brilliant services 
had been rendered by the officers in which the sol- 
diers—the rank and file, as they are called—did 
not largely participate, and to which they did not 
contribute in the proportion of forty-nine fiftieths, 
if not ninety-nine hundredths? Look to your bat- 
tle-fields in Mexico, moistened with their blood, 
and whitened with their bones. 


Look to your 
meagre muster-rolis,; look to the reports of your 
commanding officers; they will tell how these bril- 
liant victories were won, for which this House 
seemed disposed to honor the officers and neglect 


the soldier. When the honor and glory are to be 
distributed, the brave soldier and officer of lower 
rank, whose daring and noble acts should entitle 


them to a liberal share, are turned off without even 
the mention of their names. These things should 
not be. It is inflicting upon the soldier gross, rank 
injustice to keep itup. He asked the members of 
this House to bring this thing home to their own 
districts. He called upon them to look around in 
the circle of their own acquaintance, and see if 
they could not point to hundreds and thousands of 


as brave and patriotic men as ever breathed—men | 


who had greatly distinguished themselves in this 
war—men who had performed as brilliant services 


for the country as man could perform; and they | 


are to be disbanded without a seeming regret from 


|| was by her recent victories, should retain q 





any quarter. The gentleman from Tennessee says | 


they are discharged under the law as a matter of 


course. The same is true in regard to the officers; | 
and this bill is intended to prevent that result—re- | 


peal that law as to the field officers, and let the 


rest go. He hoped not. He hoped gentlemen 
would let it take its course as other bills, and in 
committee undergo that discussion and examina- 
tion to which its importance entitled it. 

Mr. H. said it mattered not how brave and skill- 
ful the general might be, yet if his men should re- 
fuse to fight—if they should run away—he would 
never receive, or be considered by the country as 
entitled to receive, honor at the hands of the peo- 
ple. Successful conflicts—battles with the enemy 
insure the glory; yet the soldiers, who make these 
battles successful, seem to be forgotten as soon as 
the victory is won. The more he investigated this 
proposition, the more he was indisposed to agree 


to it. He never would, so long as he had a seat on | 


this floor, bring himself {to draw such odious dis- 
tinctions between men. 
the generals. He believed they deserved well of 
the country. But he also believed that if the num- 
ber of men was brought down, the officers should 
be reduced also. 

Mr. HOLMES next rose to address the House. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON rose to a question 
of order. He believed the hour appropriated to 
the reception of reports from committees had ex- 


pired, and, therefore, he called for the regular | 


orders. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 
No such limitation existed as the gentleman 
seemed to suppose, and the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Hotmes] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, said, when 
this question was first presented he really hoped 
that it would have passed without the slightest 
difficulty. But the opposition to it was too mani- 
fest; and the object of transferring it to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
it was evident, was, by speeches to be made upon 
it, ultimately to defeat it. The gentleman who 
had just spoken told the House that he would put 
the army back to the peace establishment as it 
stood before the war, and there was not one gen- 
tleman who had spoken in opposition to the im- 
mediate passage of the bill who had not shown a 
determination to subject the President to the alter- 
native of deciding between the two major generals, 
and the question was one of momentous import- 
ance. When we were about to enter upon this 
war, the act of the 18th of June, 1846, was passed, 
providing that on the termination of the war the 
army should be ipso facto reduced. But the cir- 
cumstances existing then did not now exist. To- 
morrow, if news of the ratification of a treaty of 
peace should come, the army would be mail ion 
virtue of the law of 1846, without reference to the 
relation we now bear to the world. Why, to- 
morrow a message might be expected from the 
President of the United States, if it had not al- 
ready come, about the condition of Yucatan. The 
Yucatanese have sent out to this country a mes- 
senger, and now were holding out their hands im- 
ploring our aid. Would they permit that people 
to be exposed to entire annihilation? Did any 
gentleman believe that the American people, after 
taking possession of their ports and their seacoast, 
and preventing them obtaining arms, whereby to 
defend themselves against the Indians, would stand 
coldly by and see them sacrificed and given up to 
destruction? 

But again: let this bill go the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and there it 
would sleep as in the tomb of the Capulets. Gen- 
tlemen knew it. Deny it as they might, they knew 
it. This subject became important in view of the 
violent struggles in Europe. Ata time like this, 
it was important that this nation, elevated as she 


He had no hostility to || 


} 
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| tion to vindicate her honor, if, as in the last. : 


| flict, our commerce should be subjected to in 

| and our seamen to impressment. At this , 

| when the depths of power in Europe were | 

| broken up, an army of 8,000 men was not 

| cient to enable us to stand in that proud I 

| which became us, and which made us the ; 
tion of the world. 

But, important as this general consideratio 
there was a particular one, too, that deserved some 
reflection. He was no friend, no professed friend 

| to the President; but he would not, if he were 4) e 
| President’s worst enemy, do what his professed 
friends on this floor wished to do. They wanieq 
to subject the President, at a time of great excite. 
ment, when the characters and merits of the respect. 
| ive major generals were before the people in th 
high attitude of candidates for the Presidency : 
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which the President himself stood—at such a time 


they would subject the President to the painful 
alternative, in obedience to a law, to determing 
| which of them should be dismissed. God gaye 
| him from such friends! He repeated that he was 
no professed friend to the President; but if he was 
his greatest enemy he would not subject him ty 
such an alternative. Every consideration, there. 
| fore, of both a general and a particular nature, 
| seemed to forbid them from entering upon the 
| course which had been suggested; the position of 
| this country, in view of its foreign relations, an 
| generosity towards one in the high position jy 
which the President was placed, urged them no; 
to send this bill to the Committee of the Whole, 
which, he repeated, would be to it the tomb of the 
Capulets. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, thought this debate had 
gone far enough. They were wasting the time of the 
House on incidental questions as they arose, and 
the important bills of the session were making jo 
| progress. The House had occupied as much tine 
on this subject as it was proper to devote to it, 
Therefore he felt bound to move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER announced that the previous 

uestion, if sustained, would bring the House to 
the question of the engrossment of the bill fora 
third reading. 

Mr. McKAY desired the gentleman from Geor- 
gia to withdraw that motion, to give him an oppor- 
tunity to move an amendment. [** No, no.”’} If 
the gentleman would consent, he would promise to 
renew it. 

Mr. KING said if the gentleman would renew it, 
he would withdraw the motion. 

Mr. McK AY thanked the gentleman from Geor- 
gia for the privilege he had given him to attempt an 
amendment of this bill, as it came from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. After recapitulating 
the provisions of the bill of 1846, and of the bill 
under consideration, he said he was not going to 
express any opinion as to what ought to be a peace 
establishment for this country on the ratification of 
a treaty of peace with Mexico, though he believed 
that must come up and be determined during the 
present session. : 

What he was now about to propose, and it ap- 
peared to him to be a reasonable proposition, was, 
not that the proviso of the act of 1846 should be 
repealed, but that its operation, or, in other words, 
its enforcement, should be suspended for some 
reasonable time after the ratification of a treaty of 
peace; and, in the mean time, Congress could de- 
cide what military force should be retained as 4 
yeace establishment, or whether the army should 
Ge reduced to that condition in which it was before 
| the commencement of this war. 

Mr. BOT'TS desired to interrupt the gentleman 











| from North Carolina, who was under a pledge to 
|| renew the motion for the previous question when 


he had finished his remarks, to say, that if this 

bill should pass into a law, it would still be the 
| duty of the Eommittee on Military Affairs to bring 
in a bill to provide a peace establishment on the 
ratification of a treaty of peace with Mexico, and 
| it could be just as well done after the repeal of this 
proviso as now. : 

Mr. McKAY hoped the ame would not be 
repealed, and then it would become the duty of 
the President to dismiss one of the major generals 
and two of the brigadier generals. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, interposed and said, 
when he withdrew the motion for the previous 
question, it was to allow the gentleman from North 
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srolina to move an amendment, and not to go on 
a the general discussion. He thought he had 
yith the g 


ne right to insist that the previous quesuon should 

e moved, . 

Mr. McKAY promised not to consume more of 

ye time of the Fiouse. ; 
” Me. WOODWARD asked whether, if, upon a 
urn to the peace establishment, and the reduc- 
oy of the number of the general officers, it should 
, found that more general officers should be need- 
ad, he would approve of new appointments in the 
; o of the major generals and brigadiers dismissed? 
That was what he apprehended. 

Mr. McKAY said everybody knew that the ten 
,jditional regiments, with all their officers, were 
be discharged on the conclusion of a peace; it 
serefore would become necessary to determine if 
larger peace establishment should be maintained 
han that Which we have heretofore had. When 
~egce was made, and this question came up for 
‘ypsideration, Congress could determine whether 
sere should be two major generals or only one. 
“Mr. COLLAMER. Yes, and in the mean time 
ope of them will be dismissed. 

Mr. McKAY (being again appealed to by Mr. 
kive, of Georgia) submitted his amendment, to 
pike out the word ‘ repealed,’ and insert ‘ be 
sid the sameis hereby suspended for three months 
‘om and after the ratification of a treaty of peace 
with Mexico;’? and then he renewed the motion 
jor the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be now put. 

The main question was on agreeing to the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. McKay. It was decided by 
yeas and nays in the negative: Yeas 80, nays 101. 
‘ The question was then stated on the engross- 
ment of the bill; when— 

Mr. McLANE moved to lay the bill on the 
ble, and wished to say that he should vote to 
continue two major generals, but he was unwilling 
io separate major generals and brigadier generals 
irom other officers who had accepted promotion on 
the war tenure. 

The motion to lay on the table was decided in 
the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Beale, Bingham, Birdsall, Bowdon, Bow- 
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n, Boyd, William G. Brown, Charles Brown, Albert G. 
thrown, Franklin Clark, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. 
Cobb, Collins, Cummins, Daniel, Dickinson, Dunn, Faran, 
Ficklin, French, Giddings, Willard P. Hall, Hammons, Hen 
ly, Hill, George 8. Houston, Jameson, Jenkins, Andrew 
Jounson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kaufman, 
henuon, Lahm, La Sére, William T. Lawrence, Sidney 
Lawrence, Ligon, Lumpkin, McClelland, McClernand, Mc- 
Dowell, McKay, McLane, Job Mann, Horace Mann, Miller, 
Morris, Morse, Peaslee, Peck, Petrie, Peyton, Phelps, Pills- 
bury, Robinson, Rockhill, Sawyer, Sims, Smart, Robert 
Smith, Starkweather, Charles E. Stuart, Thomas, Jacob 
lhompson, R. A. Thompson, William Thompson, Thurston, 
Venable, Wentworth, and Wiley—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashmun, Barringer, Bar 
row, Bayly, Bedinger, Belcher, Blanchard, Bocock, Botts, 
boydon, Brady, Buckner, Burt, Butler, Cabell, Canby, Cath- 
cart, Chapman, Clingman, Cocke, Collamer, Conger, Crans- 
ton, Crisfield, Crowell, Crozier, Dickey, Donnell, Duer, Ed- 
wards, Embree, Alexander Evans, Nathan Evans, Farrelly, 
Fisher, Freedley, Fulton, Gaines, Gayle, Gott, Gregory, 
Gonnell, Hale, James G. Hampton, Moses Hampton, Harris, 
Henry, Hilliard, Isaac E. Holmes, Elias B. Holmes, John W. 
Houston, Hubbard, Hunt, Inge, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph 
K. Ingersoll, Iverson, John W. Jones, Kellogg, Thomas B. 
King, Danicl P. King, Leffler, Levin, Lincoln, Melivaine, 
Murs, Marvin, Morehead, Mullin, Nelson, Nes, Newall, 
“utlaw, Palfrey, Preston, Putnam, Reynolds, Julius Rock- 
weil, J. A, Rockwell, Roman, Rumsey, Shepperd, Sherrill, 
“impson, Slingerland, Caleb B. Smith, Stanton, Stephens, 
\ndrew Stewart, Strohm, Tallmadge, Taylor, Thibodeaux, 
Richard W. Thompson, John B. Thompson, Tompkins 


luck, Turner, Van Dyke, Vinton, Warren, White, an 
Wilson—105. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed. 
Mr. BOTTS moved the previous question. 
Mr. SIMS rose to a questior of order; and in- 
quired of the Chair whether a bill could be read a 
third time on the same day it was reported? 
‘The CHAIR referred him to the rule which for- 
bids this being done, unless by unanimous consent 
of the House: and observed that even with that 
consent, this bill could not now receive its third 
reading, inasmuch as it was not yet engrossed. 
_Mr. COBB, of Georgia, moved that the House 
Proceed to the consideration of the business on the 
Speaker’s table, and the orders of the day. 


tien was rejected—the yeas being 82, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BOTTS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill to refund money for ex- 
Penses incurred, subsistence, or transportation fur- 





/nished for the use of volunteers during the pres- 


ent war, before being mustered and received into 
the service of the United States. Read and com- 


| mitted. 


Mr. BOYD, from the same committee, reported 

aan 

volunteers called into the service of the United 
Read and committed. 

Also, from the samecommittee, made an adverse 

report on the resolution of the House of January 

17, 1848, relative to the expediency of amending 


| the **Act to provide for raising aregiment of mount- 
ed riflemen, and establishing military stations on 
| the route to Oregon,’’ approved May 9, 1846, so 


as to provide for the discharge of non-commis- 
sioned officers and privates of said regiment on the 
termination of the war with Mexico. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 


| Naval Affairs, reported a bill prescribing the age 


at which candidates for the appointment of mid- 
me 1 ey in the navy may enter the naval school, 
and the number and mode of appointing midship- 


| men in the navy, and for other purposes; 


A bill to provide for a retired list in the naval 
service; 

A bill providing for the construction of twenty 
sloop-of-war brigs; 

A bill for the relief of the legal owners of the 
ship James Mitchell; 

A bill for the relief of Captain Lewis Warring- 
ton and others; which several bills were read and 
committed. 


AMERICAN HEMP. 


Mr. KING, from the Committee on Naval A flairs, 


reported a joint resolution authorizing the Secreta- 
ry of the Navy to make contracts for hemp for the 
use of the navy of the United States. 


Mr. K. asked to have the joint resolution put | 


upon its passage. 
Mr. KING explained. This bill was an exact 
transcript of a bill which had passed the Senate 


| for the same object, and would no doubt have pass- 


ed the House if it could have been reached. ‘The 


| object to be provided for wasa very important one, 


and he hoped the bill might be put upon its passage 
at once. 

Mr. ‘THOMAS aaid there was, he believed, now 
on the Speaker’s table a bill precisely like this; 
was it in order to take up this bill at all? 

Mr. KING had already stated that it was a 
transcript of the Senate’s bill; but owing to the 
present indisposition of the House to take up bills 
on the Speaker’s table, it was impossible to get 
at it. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected to 
the bill being read a third time; and as it required 


unanimous consent, it could not be put upon its | 


assage. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, remonstrated with Mr. 
Tuompson, urging him to withdraw his objection. 
The hemp interest was one of great importance, as 
well to our navy as to our commercial marine, and 


one in which the West felt a deep concern. He |, 


trusted the bill would not be objected to. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, said that 
there was already a bill of the same character lying 
with other matter on the Speaker’s table. The 
Democratic side of the House had tried repeatedly 
to take up bills so situated, but the majority had 
as often defeated the attempt. He was desirous 
of having all the bills which had been accumulating 


on the table of the Speaker taken up and disposed | 
of. But, if he understood the present motion of | 


the chairman of the Naval Committee, it was, in 
effect, to give preference to one of the bills there 
locked up by introducing and passing an exact tran- 
script of it, thereby taking up one of the Senate 
bills out of its order. To this he was opposed; 
and could not, therefore, withdraw his objection. 

Mr. McKAY inquired of the Chair whether 
on“ a proceeding as was now attempted was in 
order? 


The CHAIR replied that it was acquainted with | 


no rule of order forbidding it. There was no rule 
which prohibited bills in identically the same form 


being brought into both Houses. The question | 


would be on the engrossment of this bill. 

Mr. T. BUTLER KING moved the previous 
question; which motion was seconded by ayes 93, 
noes 19. 

The previous question was accordingly put and 
carried; the main question being on the engross- 
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ment of the bill, was carried, and the bill ordered to 
be engrossed. 

Mr. KING pressed for the question on its pas- 
sage; but the Chair stating that the bill had not yet 
been engrossed— 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, objected to 
the question being put. 


Mr. BAYLY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Edmund L. 
DuBarry, and a bill for the relief of Edward Myers. 
Read and committed. 

Mr. CABELL, from the same committee, re- 
ported a joint resolution, authorizing the accounting 
officers of the treasury, charged with the settlement 
of the accounts of the navy, to settle and pay the 
expenses of the United States ship Macedonian on 
her recent voyage to Ireland and Scotland. Read 
and committed. 

Mr. TUCK, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of Lot Davis; a bill for the relief 
of William Gove; a bill for the relief of Benjamin 
Cressy; a bill in amendment of an act concerning 
naval pensions and the pension fund, approved 
June 30, 1834; which bills were severally read and 
committed. 

Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Joshua 
Dodge. Read and committed. 

Mr. McCLELLAND, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of Peter Parker 
and Jacob L. Martin. Read and committed. 

Mr. S. LAWRENCE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made adverse reports on 
the petitions of M. A. Richard, Drusilla Bukey, 
A. P. Campbell, A. Garlick, J. Gere, L. Van 
Dyke, and C, Kellar. Laid on the table. 

Also, reported a bill for the relief of Sarah 
White, and a bill for the relief of Elizabeth Wil- 
liamson. Read and committed. 


On motion of Mr. COCKE, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions were discharged from the 
resolution of the House of February 14, 1848, rel- 
ative to extending the benefits of the act of June 7, 
1832, to the officers and soldiers who served in the 
Indian campaigns under Generals Clarke, St. 
Clair, Harmer, and Wayne; and it was laid on the 
table. 


Mr. C. asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to make Senate bill No. 62, being a bill 
| granting pensions to the widows and orphans of 
oflicers, non-commissioned officers, musicians, and 
privates of the army of the United States who have 
died in Mexico, the special order of the day for 
this day week. He would only remark that this 
was an important bill to many unfortunate persons 
in the community. He feared if it was not made 
| a special order that it would not be reached during 
the present session of Congress; and he would ask 
the House to devote one day in healing, so far as 
they could, the broken and bleeding hearts of the 
meena and orphans of the gallant men who had 
fallen in Mexico. 

Mr. VINTON said that several of the appropri- 
ation bilis were yet unacted on, and it was proba- 
ble that the present fiscal year would expire before 
they could be passed; and he should object to 
making additional special orders to those already 
existing until the appropriation bills were passed. 

Mr. FREEDLEY, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, made adverse reports on the 

etitions of A. M. Dade, widow of the late Major 
*, L. Dade, and William Pelfrey. Laid on the 
table. 

Mr. DONNELL, from the same committee, 
made adverse reports on the petitions of Henry 
Freeman, Hannah Weston, Catharine Riddle, Es- 
ther Bartlett, Lydia Shurtliff, Nancy King, and 
Henry Johnson. Laid on the table. 

Also, reported a bill for the relief of Polly Ald- 
rich. Read and committed. 
|| Mr. CUMMINS, from the same committee, re- 

ported a bill granting pensions to the surviving 
petty officers, seamen, and marines, who, under 
the command of Captain Stephen Decatur, jr., 
| captured and destroyed the frigate Philadelphia in 
the harbor of Tripoli on the night of the 16th of 

February, 1804. Read twice. i 
, .Mr. CUMMINS explained the object and pro- 
| visions of the bill. Its object was to place upon 
| the pension roll the surviving petty officers, sea- 
|| men, and marines of the crew of the Intrepid, in 
|, which the gallant Decatur had boarded and burnt 
\) the frigate Philadelphia in the harbor of Tripoli. 
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This subject had been before Congress for a quar- 
ter of a century past, and had in every instance 
been favorably reported upon in both branches of 
the Legisiature; yet no bill had been passed, and 
why? It might seem strange that, when both 
Houses had so long concurred in a desire to make 
suitable provision for these brave and meritorious 
men, nothing should have been done. But the 
reason was soon explained. The object of every 
bill heretofore reported had been to distribute 
among the survivors of the crew engaged in that 
heroic transaction about one hundred thousand 
dollars in prize-money, according to the provisions 
of the prize laws. And all the committees had 
aplit upon the same difficulty in the case, viz: the 
mode of such distribution. No objection had ever || 
Leen raised against the equity of the clam. How | 
could there be? But all the difficulty lay in the | 
shape of the law to satisfy it. Neither Decatur 
himself, nor any one of those who served under 
his command in that daring exploit, had received 
a dollar of the prize-money they had earned at 
such imminent hazard of their lives. It seemed 
as if the very magnitude and brilliancy of their 
achievement had operated as an obstacle to their 
gotting anything from their country in the shape 
of reward, 

The present bill avoided the fatal obstacle which | 
had prevented the success of all previous attempts 
to do jusuce in this case. It proceeded on a new 
ground, It provided for no liteliusien of prize 
money at all, but substituted for such a distribu- 


tion the placing of the names of the survivors of || 


that gallant crew upon the pension roll. 
Iu might be objected that it contained no provis- 
ion for the beneht of the officers, but only for the 
crew. The oflicers would be entitled to a larger 
allowance. 
posely omitted their case, and allowed to the sur- 
viving petty officers, seamen, and marines, the same 
rate of wages as they were receiving at the ume of 
the capture of the frigate. 
And why did it make no provision for the offi- 
cers? The answer would be found ina document || 
Mr. C. held in his hand, and which he had ob- 
tained at the department. It wasa list of the crew 
of the Intrepid. Besides Decatur there were three | 
other lieutenants, viz: Lawrence, Bainbridge, and | 
Power. Decatur was dead, and his lady put on 
the roll of pensioners, in which capacity she had 
drawn some $10,000 out of the treasury. Law- 


That was very true; but the bill pur- || 


FI etter 


| burnt within the harbor. 


| ‘Phe committee abandoned all idea of securing for | 
them their shares of the prize-money, and had, as | 
he had already stated, contented themselves with | 


1 . : e 
vice. In all other cases, when a prize was taken 


which was burnt at sea, or from other cause could 
not be brought into port, her captors invariably 
received her value in prize-money. Mr. C. said 
he had before him a list of all the prizes taken by 
our vessels of war. 

The CHAIR here inquired of Mr. Cummins 
whether his bill contained an appropriauon of 


| money ? 


Mr.CUMMINS replied that it did not. It mere- 


ly proposed to place certain names on the pension 
roll. 


of the captures, and in every instance an appropria- 
tion had been made to pay the captors their prize- 
money. He read, as a sample of preceding legis- 


lation in these cases, the act granung prize-money | 


for the frigate Constitution. 

‘The frigate Philadelphia formed the only excep- 
tion to the general rule. She had not been cut out, 
but had been, by order of Commodore Preble, 


unteered to follow the intrepid Decatur were all 


_ now in the decline of life, all of them being about 


seventy years old, and many of them very infirm. 


simply putting their names on the pension roll. 


It was only to show the strength and equity of | 


their claim that Mr. C. had referred to these papers. 
lt was, indeed, true that $100,000 was justly due 
to them, but all hope of getting that was given up, 
| and this bill simply asked a pension. 1t was surely 
as weil entitled to an early consideration from that 
House as any claim which could be brought before 


| it. He hoped the bill would be so placed that its 


consideration might be reached during the present | 
If this should not be done, its fate would | 
| be sealed, and these brave and noble-hearted old 
| men would be suffered to go down to their graves 
|| in penury and want, the only men in the navy who 


session. 


had bravely earned their prize-money and had not 
received it. ‘The achievement in which they had 


| had a share was one which never could fade from | 


the historic page; it was one which had given to 


the American navy a standing before the eyes of | 
It was universally admitted to have || 


the world. 
been one of the boldest and most daring acts of the 
age. ‘T'wenty-five men, in a small light vessel, 


| mounting but four guns, entering a strongly forti- || 





rence also was dead, and his widow pensioned. | 
Bainbridge was dead, and his surviving child was || 
enjoying a pension. Power, too, was deceased, 
and his child was provided for in lke manner. 
So there were no surviving lieutenants to be pro- || 
vided for by this bill. Of midshipmen there had 
been seven. 

{Mr. C. here read a list of their names also, and 
stated that these were all dead but one, and either 
their widows or children were on the pension list. 
The sole survivor was now in employment by the || 
Navy Department. | 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Delaware, put some query 
to Mr. Cummins, and the latter made explanations || 
in reply; but the conversation was inaudible at the || 
reporter’s seat. 
Mr. C. went on to show that no injustice would | 

| 
| 


be done by the bill to the officers whose surviving 
relatives had been provided for by the laws of the 
land. But the case of the crew, consisting of petty 
officers, sailors, and marines, was a clear omission; || 
they had received neither pension nor prize-money, || 
nor were they likely to receive any, unless some- || 
thing should be done speedily in their behalf. 
Various reports had been made on the case, || 
some of them very able, especially the one by Mr. | 
Patton, of Virginia, who had shown very clearly | 
the difficulty of suitably distributing the prize- | 
money among the various claimants entitled to re- 
ceive it. It had been contended that the money 
must go according to the provision of the prize dis- | 
tribution laws; for, to make a change in the rule || 
of proceeding would be deemed disrespectful to the || 
deceased officers. But now the case was relieved | 
of its chief embarrassment. The officers were || 
dead, and their families provided for, while nothing || 
had yet been done for the bold men who had so | 
gallantly volunteered to share their danger. The 
appeal in their behalf was made, not to the charity 
but to the justice of the House; and it received so || 
much the more force from the fact that this case of || 
the frigate Philadelphia was the single solitary ex- 
cepuon to all prize cases in the history of the ser- || 


fied harbor, surrounded with forts and bastions, 
mounting one hundred and fifteen guns, approach- 


ing the very base of the Moorish castle, and there | 


boarding a frigate with forty loaded guns, ready to 
fire, and succeeding completely in destroying her, 


/and making good their own retreat, was a naval 


feat the glorious memory of which could never 


| die. 


Mr. C. concluded, by moving that the consider- 
ation of this bill be made the special order for the 
4th of July next. 

The bill was referred, and ordered to be printed; 


but before the question was put on making it a || 


special order— 
The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, -Jpril 26, 1848. 


Mr. PEARCE presented a petition from Little- | 
| ton D. Teackle, asking a settlement of his accounts 


for materials furnished for the public buildings in 
the city of Washington; which was referred to the 


/ Committee on Claims. 


Also, a petition from Ann Jeffers, widow of a 
revoluuonary soldier, for a pension; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented a petition from 
Major William Bayley, asking to be discharged 


from liability for certain public property which | 


has been applied to the service of the public; 


| which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs. 


Mr. BADGER presented the following: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be instructed 


| to purchase the full-length original portraitot General Zach- | 
| ary Taylor, painted by William G. Brown, of Richmond, 


if the same can be obtained at a price deemed by the com- 
mittee to be reasonable. 
The following resolution, submitted on Monday | 
last by Mr. Bex, came up for consideration: 
Reso:ved, That the reporter of the Senate be directed to | 
supply each member of the House of Representatives with 
a copy ot his report of proceedings and debates of the Uni- | 


IONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. C., resuming, said he had in his hand a list 


The men who had vol- || 
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| ted States Senate for the present Congress; the expe, 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. * © 

Mr. BELL said that he had not antic 
objection to the resolution when he sx; 
for consideration. He owed it to the 
the Senate to say that the subject had be 
before the Senate without any consultation With 
him. ‘The only communication he had | a 
the reporter, in reference to the matter, w 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether he eo, 4 
furnish the additional copies without violatine hi 
contract with the Senate. He had ascertained that 
on this point there could be no difficulty, The, 
appeared to be a difference of opinion among Sen. 
ators as to the propriety of continuing the present 
system of reporting. Into this question he did not 
propose to go, as he had not given much reflection 
to it. It was objected that the resolution imposed 
| an improper tax on the contingent fund of the 
| Senate. ut he regarded it as erfectly unimport. 

ant whether the cost was paid om the fund of the 
one House or the other, as, in either case, it must 
come from the same source. As to the propriety 
_ of continuing the present system, that would haye 
to be decided hereafter. He begged it to be un. 
derstood that, in offering his resolution, he did not 
intend to imply that there had been any want of 
comity heretofore in relation to this matter, |p. 
deed, some of the Senators seemed to have been 
_under the impression that the House of Repre- 
sentatives was already furnished with the reports 
| under the original resolution. 
Mr. TURNEY said he could not understand on 
| what ground the House could complain of not re- 
ceiving the reports of the proceedings and debates 
of the Senate, as it was already receiving twelve 
copies, for each member, of the Congressional Globe 
and Appendix, where the proceedings and debates 
| were published in eatenso. It would be recollected 
that, at the close of the last session, the Senator 
'from Missouri [Mr. Benton] had introduced a 
resolution to rescind the resolution by which the 
existing engagement with the reporter was autho- 
| rized. He had been for some time expecting that 
| Senator to call up his resolution which was intend- 
ed to stop the present system, under which it had 
been made apparent that we were now paying 
three times as much as the newspaper press of the 
| city offered to give full and prompt reports for. 
|| Under this new system, Senators were very irreg- 
ularly supplied with the copies due to thems 
_ Sometimes he received six or seven of the week! 
sheet, instead of twenty, to which he was entitled. 
It had been promised, also, that the reports and 
proceedings should be placed on the tables of Sen- 
ators on the morning after the debates had taken 
place, which, it was notorious, had scarcely been 
-ever done. There had sometimes been an interval 
'of a week between the supplies of the reports. 
|| The members of the House were supplied with the 
'| Congressional Globe and Appendix. He did not 
| know at what rate they were supplied. But he 
|| found that we were paying three times more than 
we ought to pay for the reports of our debates. 
He would prefer that the bien should provide 
its own reports, which it might readily do by 
_ making a contract with the reporter. 

Mr. CLAYTON thought it eminently proper 
that the Senate should furnish the reports to the 
House, and that that body could not consistently 
contract with the officers of the Senate for the pro- 
ceedings. Mr. C. would venture to affirm, that 
they had never had such reports as were now fur- 
nished. He did not mean to assert that they were 
perfect; there were defects, which he believed 
arose out of the very limited sum allowed the re- 
porter, which was notoriously insufficient to pay 
for printing and reporting. It was true there had 
been delays; but the Senate could easily understand, 
when there had been sessions of from six to seven 
hours, that a report of its proceedings could not be 
supplied on so limited a stipend as that given. He 
expressed the hope that, so far from abandoning 


ipated any 
ibmitted j: 
reporter of 
en brought 


iad w ith 
as merely 


| 


|| the system, the Senate would go on to improve 


| upon it, and furnish the means necessary for its 

| complete accomplishment, which he conceived of 

| vastly more importance than any sum they should 

| be called on to pay. f 

| Mr. TURNEY insisted that the reports whic 

| were now made were not more accurate, nor In 

| any respect better than those published in the 

| Congressional Globe and Appendix. There had 
been, therefore, no improvement in this respect. 

| The Senator from Delaware said the reports could 
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a be perfect, because the compensation was more 
vo imited. Yet, in the face of this statement, we 
bad proposals from the newspaper a to give full 
and accurate reports for one-third of the amount 
a paid. It appeared strange, that while we are 
caving such an exorbitant sum, we should be told 
* t the reports cannot be perfect, because we do 

1 pay enough. Would not the same amount | 

ve enabled Blair & Rives to give full reports? 
Let them have the money, and it will be found 
aficient. ‘The effect of the system had been to 
wit off the daily newspaper press of Washington | 
fom reporting the debates in extenso, as they had 
frmerly done, and as correctly as they had ever | 
ven since; and, besides, it could not be asserted | 
shat the debates of the body were not to be found | 
on as extended a scale in the Appendix to the 
Congressional Globe as they were by the reporter 
ofthe Senate. He did not think the subject could 
sand the test of scrutiny, and he must call the 
yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolution. 
“Mr. WESTCOTT professed himself friendly to 
the resolution, but desired to know if there had 
heen any understanding as to the cost involved. | 

Mr. CLAYTON answered that it would be what 
the Senate pleased to allow. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of | 
the resolution, and decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atehison, Badger, Bell, Borland, Butler, || 
Calhoun, Cass, Clarke, Clayton, Crittenden, Davis of Mas- | 
sachiusetts, Dayton, Douglas, Greene, Hale, Hannegan, John- 
son of Maryland, Mason, Moore, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, || 
spruance, Underwood, Upham, and Westeott—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Benton, Breese, 
Bright, Cameron, Davis of Mississippi, Dix, Felch, Houston, || 
Jo\nson of Georgia, Lewis, Niles, and ‘Turney—15. 

Mr. CASS moved to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill relating to the California claims. 

Mr. HALE said the morning hour had not yet | 
expired, and he thought the leave he had asked to 
introduce a certain bill ought to be first disposed 
of. He had no disposition to debate the subject, 
but he desired to have a vote. If the object of the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cass] 
was to get rid of his bill, and was to be taken asa || 
denial of Jeave to introduce it, he must ask the | 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered, the 
question was decided as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Badger, Bag- 
by, Bell, Benton, Breese, Bright, Cameron, Cass, Clayton, 
Crutenden, Davis of Mississippi, Dayton, Dix, Feleh, Hous- 
ton, Johuson of Maryland, Johnson of Georgia, Lewis, Man- 


gu, Mason, Moor, Pearce, Rusk, Spruance, Underwood, 
and Westeott—29, 


manatee Douglas, Hale, Niles, Phelps, 

Mr. DOUGLAS said he desired to have taken 
up the territorial bills, and had voted in the nega- | 
tive because he thought such an opportunity would 
have been afforded. He gave notice that he should 
feel it his duty to call up the territorial business 
the earliest moment after the California bill was 
disposed of. 

CALIFORNIA CLAIMS. 

The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill to settle the California claims; when 

Mr. MASON moved to amend the amendment 
of the committee, by so changing its purport as to 
make it a provision for the appointment of a board 
of three commissioners, to be appointed by the | 
President of the United States, by and with the | 
advice and consent of the Senate. And as he | 
looked on this decision, relating to a constitutional | 
point, to be of importance, he would ask that the | 
question be taken by yeas and nays. 

A sufficient number rising to sustain the call, the | 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD said he should have prob- 
ably given a silent vote on the bill but for the con- 
Situtional question which had been raised. He | 
felt a due respect for precedents, but he thought 
those which had been quoted by the Senator from 
North Carolina, instead of being favorable, were 
adverse to the bill. He then considered these pre- | 
cedents in detail for the purpose of sustaining hia | 
‘iew of their effect. Here was a sum of $700,000 | 
'o_be disposed of; ‘and the persons to whom the 
distribution of this sum was to be committed, could | 
Hot surely be regarded as other than officers, and | 
olcers of an important character, embracing the | 
duties of executive and judicial officers. They are | 
not employed to collect matter for others to act on, | 
but the final adjudication of this amount is vested | 
in them. He could not sustain the bill as it was 
reported, and he would vote for the amendment of ' 
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the Senator from Virginia. He had no personal | 


acquaintance with Colonel Fremont; but- he had 
viewed his course with admiration, and could he 
(Mr. U.) be actuated by any personal feeling, it 
might indace him to favor the bill. He thought 
the amount embraced in this bill exceeeded con- 
siderably the estimate made by Colonel Fremont 
in his report, and wished an explanation. 

; Mr. BENTON read an extract from the report, 
in which the estimate appeared to be in conformity 
with the sum embraced in the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, suggested that if the 
battalion had continued in the service, and coming 
home, had left claims behind them, there would 
have been no hesitation in allowing them to per- 
fect their vouchers at the spot where the claims 


\ had arisen, and that was all that the bill in effect 


contemplated. It was nothing more than justice 
to send a board out to investigate these claims. It 
was proper to send persons who were well inform- 


' ed on the subject, and such were the individuals 
' named in the bill, whose appointment Congress 
| was fully authorized to make. 


_Mr. NILES stated that the language in the ori- | 
ginal bill directing the President to appoint, and 


_ then naming the persons to constitute a board, was | 


evidently against the Constitution. He should vote 


_ for the amendment of the Senator from Virginia to 


the report of the committee. 
Mr. PHELPS also expressed his intention to 


vote for the amendment of the Senator from Vir- | 
|| ginia to the amendment reported by the commit- 


lee. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN considered that it rested | 


with Congress to make provision for the payment 
of these claims, and also to prescribe the manner 
in which they shall be paid. Congress can say 
whether they shall be paid in California or here, 
and prescribe the rules by which the payments 
shall be awarded. Congress can also select the 


| officers to examine the claims, and say, unless 
| the claims shall be certified by these persons who 


| are perfectly acquainted with the facts, the appro- 
priation shall not be made. It is ali, theretore, 
matter for legislation. He did not, therefore, see 
that the constitutional question presented itself at 
all, and could only be raised by a process of inge- 
nious subtlety. ‘These claims are of a peculiar 
character, have grown up out of a singular state of 
| circumstances, and ought to be legalized and settled 
by Congress. The conduct of Colonel Frémont 
entitled him to our confidence, and on him we could 


not had the same connection with the claims. 
Mr. ALLEN said he entertained no doubt as 
| to the constitutional power of Congress to appoint 
these officers for the purpose specified. He con- 
sidered Congress as having the same power to 


the census every ten years. ‘I’his is nothing more 
than an adjustment of claims pending before Con- 
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appoint these officers as to appoint agents to take | 


gress. Itis not before the Executive. Congress | 
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obtained under a requisition from the commander- 
in-chief, and they would have been paid for at the 
moment and on the spot. The trust is now con- 
tinued in these officers down to the period when 
they shall be completed. 

Mr. BADGER said, as it appeared there were 
other Senators who desired to address the Senate, 
he would move that the further consideration of 
the subject be postponed for the present; and, as 
there was a question of some importance to be dis- 
posed of in Executive session, he would move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Execu- 
tive business; which motion was agreed to; and 
the Senate, after some considerable time spent with 
closed doors, 


Adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, -fpril 27, 1848. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business in 
order was the report of the Committee on Printing, 
recommending the printing of 10,000 copies extra 
of the correspondence between the Secretary of 
War and Generals Scott and Taylor, and the cor- 
respondence between the Secretary of State and 
Mr. Trist, which was communicated by the Presi- 
dent of the United States some time since, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the House; and the 
amendment pending thereto, which was moved 
yesterday by Mr. Coss, of Georgia, so as to print 
also the additional correspondence which was com- 
municated by the President on the 25th instant. 

Mr. CLINGMAN claimed the floor. This mat- 


‘ter, he said, had been detained some days, with a 


view to get in the complete correspondence. He 
wished the whole correspondence published; and 
his object now in rising was to move to amend 
the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Hen.ey] so as to include in the order to publish 
ten thousand extra copies of the correspondence 
at first furnished, the correspondence which came 
into the House yesterday. 

The SPEAKER stated that that proposition 
was already pending on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, {[Mr. Coss.] 

Mr. CLINGMAN said it would be unnecessary, 


'then, for him to make the motion. He wished, 


however, to offer a few remarks on this subject. 


| He did not intend to make what was commonly 


called a speech; but he wished, for a few moments, 


more naturally rely than on any persons who have || to call the attention of the House to one or two 


circumstances. It turned out that he had been 


| entirely right in his conjecture in relation to this 
correspondence. When he had said to the House 


that important letters had been kept back, the gen- 


| tleman from Maryland (Mr. McLane} had said 


that there was no weight to be attached to his state- 
/ ment; that he was in the dark in his conjectures 
| in relation to the letters which had not been sent 
in; that he was very much in the situation ofa 


alone can authorize and regulate the adjustment. || man shooting at random into a big tree for birds. 


It is a Legislative, not an Executive, function. || But it had turned out that there was a bird in the 
| The claims arose out of no law, and Congress has || tree, and his arrow had been sent in the right 
to determine how they shall be disposed of. Itis || direction. 


our business to give them validity, before they | But before he remarked upon the declaration of 
can have any. And will it be contended that || the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Henvey,] that 
Congress is restricted from pointing out in what | there were no such letters withheld; that he had 
way their validity shall be established? Colonel || the authority of the Secretary of War for making 
| Frémont, in his opinion, was the most merito- || the declaration that there were no such letters; he 
rious American of his age now in existence; and | wished to allude to the remarkable circumstances 
had he (Mr. A.) the power of appointment, he || which had been exposed and commented upon 
would, ere this, have given him a military appoint- || with so great force by the gentleman from Georgia 
ment in Mexico, for which nature had so clearly || [Mr. Sreruens] as to relieve him from the neces- 
formed him. He would vote for the bill as amend- | sity of saying much on this subject—he meant the 
ed by the Senator from North Carolina. ; course of the Administration in refusing to them, 

Mr. BUTLER pointed out some discrepancies || the representatives of the people, information which 


in the argument which had been raised on the dis- 
tinction between an office and an employment. 
From this argument it seemed to result, that while 
the paymaster who checks the drafts of the board 
is an officer, they who direct the mode of payment 
are not officers. According to this logic, the lowest 





they had seen fit to communicate in other ways. 
The first instance of this was when the gentleman 
| from South Carolina [Mr. Ruetr) had brought 
forward a paper here which had not been sent in 
to the House—a part of the original correspond- 
| ence—and had read it here. The gestleman from 


office in fact is the highest in rank. He looked on | South Carolina had said that that paper had slipped 
| this as an office, because it involved a disbursement | out of the correspondence, and had been handed to 
| of $700,000. ‘ | him, and he had brought it here. Not long after 

Mr. CASS said that these operations had taken | that, the gentleman from Maryland,{Mr. McLaye,] 
| place at a distance, and he gathered from the sen- | he believed, had alluded to correspondence which 


timents of Senators on both sides the Chamber | had not been communicated to the public. The 
that the conduct of all engaged in them had been | House had then called for the Slidell correspond- 
such as to deserve the approbation of the Govern- || ence; it had been refused, on the ground that they 
| ment. In the regular course of events, the articles || were not entitled to receive it, because its publica- 
‘for which payment is claimed would have been || tion would be detrimental to the public interests. 
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Yet in the course of ten days it was published in 
the New York papers. 


Mr. McLANE (the floor being yielded) was, 


understood to say that the gentleman was under 
a misapprehension. He had cautiously avoided 
any allusion to correspondence which had not been 
communicated to this House—to correspondence 
which had not been published. 

Mr. CLINGMAN was happy to be corrected 
by the gentleman. He had been under the impres- 
sion that on some previous occasion the gentleman 
from Maryland had brought in letters which had 


not been communicated to the House: but it was | 


no matter about that. It was the fact in the other 
two cases which he had mentioned—the first, where 
the ventleman from South Carolina had brought 
¢ertain papers into this Hlouse which he had ob- 
tained from the deparunent, and which had never 
been communicated; and the other where the gen- 
tleman trom Indiana had brought in certain letters 
connected with the correspondence at present in 
question—which letters the House had called for 
and had not received. The instructions to Mr. 
Slidell also had been called for at an early period 


of the session, and the President had refused to | 
communicate them to the House, on the ground | 


that it was inconsistent with the public interests, 
and they a short time afterwards appeared in the 
New York papers, when it suited the interest of 
the persons having the control of them to give them 
to the public. ‘The Llouse had made a call for 
this correspondence between General Scott, Mr. 
Trist, the War Department, and others. They 
received a part of it: a number of the letters were 
cut to piecces—a sentence or two given here and 
there, and the remainder withheld. It turned out, 
however, that these very same letters, which were 
not to be furnished to the House, (oh! no, they 
were not to have them; if they did, they would reach 
Mexico,) were sent off to General Pillow; and he 
used them in the city of Mexico, and they were 
published there; and in this way they had become 
known here; and yet, even under the late call of 
the House, the Secretary of War and the Presi- 
dent had not furnished them to this House! He 
complained again that all the proceedings of the 
court of inquiry had been held back. Gentlemen 
said the Llouse of Representatives ought not to be 
trusied with these things; yet it was not ten days 
after that we had seen these very letters of Mr. 
Marey published in the papers! It seemed the 
setued purpose of the Administration to show its 
contempt of this House—a coordinate branch of the 
Government—the immediate representative of the 
people. 

But the most striking case of all was, that the 
genleman from Indiana had brought forward four 
letters which had been furnished him by the Sec- 
retary of War, which he acknowledged belonged 
to the correspondence which had been called for 
by the House, but which he said the Secretary of 
Wear did not consider would be wanted, and there- 
fore he had not furnished them; and which he also 
said were all the letters which belonged to the cor- 
respondence called for. Now, he (Mr. C.) intended 
to convict the Secretary of an attempt to palm off 
upon this House and the country a deliberate false- 
hood; he had no doubt about the fact. He acquit- 
ted the gentleman from Indiana of all intention to 
deceive the country; he presumed the gentleman 
himself had been deceived by the Secretary, who 
had stated a falsehood to him, and induced him to 

“repeat it to the House. He knew he was using 
strong language against a man who stood in high 
position, but he intended to make good his asser- 
tion. 

Hie would call the attention of the House to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Indiana. The call 
was for all the correspondence between General 
Scott and the Secretary of War not heretofore pub- 
lished. Now, a great deal had been published— 
the letters written by General Scott while here in 
the city, detailing the plans of the campaign, &c.; 
but the House had called for everything not pub- 
lished, the communication of which would not be 
detrimental to the public interests. Under that 
call, if the Secretary had read it, he must have 
seen that these four letters should have come in; 
but in his apology, made yesterday, he said he did 
not send in these four letters because he conceived 
they did not form a part of the correspondence be- 
tween himself and General Scott. He gave no 
reason for that opinion, except that General Scou, 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 


of them as memoirs. Now, in the first place, had 
the Secretary read that letter at that time? He did 
not believe General Scott had written that letter 
when the call was made; at all events, the Secre- 
tary of War could not have received it. But, 
whether he had or not, because General Scott spoke 
of them as memoirs, the Secretary of War did not 
send them in! Was that to be understood as the 
excuse of the Secretary of War? But the Secre- 
tary did not misunderstand it, and he (Mr. C.) 
would show that he did not. 

It would be recollected that he had complained 
that General Scott’s letters detailing his plan of a 
campaign had not been sent in, and that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Henvey,] in his speech, 
attempted to refute that allegation. ‘That he might 
do no injustice to the gentleman from Indiana, he 
would read an extract from that gentleman’s speech, 
giving first a quotation which that gentleman had 
made from a speech of his (Mr. C.’s) own, and 


| then the gentleman’s denial of the charge which 


he had made. This was what the gentleman from 
Indiana quoted from his (Mr. C.’s) speech: 


“The Administration, while apparently undertaking to 
furnish all the correspondence of General Scott, knew well 
that it was important pot to send in General Scott’s plan of 
the campaign.”’ 

“General Scott accordingly elaborated a plan of a cam- 


paign, which the Administration has not thought proper to 
! 


give to the public.” 


And here is the language which the gentleman | 


from Indiana used in reply : 


* Now he (Mr. H.) was prepared to say, from a careful ex- | 
amination of the correspondence, and from positive informa- | 
tion which he had received from the Secretary of War, that | 
there was not one solitary letter called for by the resolution | 


of the House of the correspondence between the Secretary 


of War and General Scott which had not been furnished, | 
| 


except two or three, which he would exhibit here.”? 

Again: 

“The gentleman from North Carolina found that there 
were four letters which were not sent to this House, and his 
imagination had-conjured up some great frauds, and he had 
intimated that be should be able to prove some great wrongs 
on the part of the Administration and Mr. Marcy.” 


There was another extract in these words: 
** Now, he had those four letters, with which the gentle- 


man from North Carolina thought he should be able to ac- | 


complish so mueh, and, to show how unfounded were the 
gentieman’s conjectures, he would read them.”’ 

Thus it would seem that the gentleman from 
Indiana joined issue with him. Here was a de- 
nial distinctly made. Now, if Mr. Marcy did not 
understand from the resolution itself that the call 
was for all the correspondence between him and 
General Scott, he surely knew it from the remarks 
made on this floor in the course of debate, and 
published in the daily newspapers. Well, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, in the course of his remarks, 
from which he (Mr. C.) had now quoted, attempt- 
ed to refute his charges by bringing in four letters, 
and attempting to palm them off as the letters re- 
ferred to. Everybody would see that if these let- 
ters were not included in the call for the correspond- 
ence, it would have been very easy for the Secre- 
tary of War to say so. And he might have said 
that he saw in speeches delivered here that charges 
were made against him of withholding General 
Scott’s plan of the campaign, but that it was not in 
the call. ‘Fhe gentleman from Indiana, too, might 
have come here and stated that fact. But the Sec- 
retary said no such thing. He well knew if he 
had said so to this House there would have been 
another call upon him for those letters and that 


plan of acampaign, and that those documents | 


would have been drawn from him. 

Mr. HENLEY interposed to say that he thought 
he did make such a statement to the House. ‘To 
the best of his recollection he made such a state- 
ment, that General Scott’s plan of the campaign 
was not called for. He believed he had said so in 
reply to the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Ste- 


| pHENs,] and he said it now. 


Mr. CLINGMAN said he was infinitely obliged 


to the gentleman from Indiana for the intervuption | 


and explanation, but he again repeated that when 


the question was put to the gentleman from [ndi- | 
ana, on the occasion referred to, that gentleman | 
He did—some time after | 
he had taken his seat—some half hour after the | 
discussion had taken place—after the yeas and | 


made no such statement. 


nays had been called for and taken, and some other 
business had been transacted, and the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Srepnens] had occupied the 
floor—rise from his seat and insist that these let- 
ters had not been called for. The gentleman at 


in his letter of the 24th of February, 1843, spoke J that time had had an opportunity to see the Secre- 
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tary of War, or to havea conference with gom,..; 
his associates. But the statement was not = : 
atthe ume. It was the gentleman from lag 
[Mr. McLane] who rose and contended t ra 
resolution did not call for these letters, 
he (Mr. C.) read the resolution making 
show thatit did embrace these very lette 
gentleman from Maryland seemed to h 
doned his objection. 

Mr. HENLEY said if, at the time alluded 
he did not—though his impression was that 
did—he now asserted that the letters now nye, 
tioned by the gentleman from North Carolina [Me 
Ciineman] were not called for, and he could yo: 
imagine how the gentleman could Suppo ' 
were, 

Mr. CLINGMAN was astonished at the decls. 
ration of the gentleman from Indiana. He woy\j 
call to the attention of the House the extract which 
the gentleman had read from his (Mr. C.’s) oy, 
speech : 
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“The Administration, while apparently undertaking ; 
furnish all the correspondence of General Scott, knew yy.) 
that*it was important not to send in General Scott's play oy: 
the campaign. * * * General Scott accordingly el, 
rated a plan of a campaign, which the Administration 


not thought proper to give to the public.” - 


And with these extracts before him, which he 
read to the House, the gentleman did not know 
that he (Mr. C.) alluded to General Scott’s play 
of acampaign! Why, the gentleman’s intellec: 
must have been wonderfully obtuse. He repeated, 
the gentleman had exhibited an obtusity of jnt|. 
lect of which he had not supposed any humay 
being capable. The gentleman, no doubt, ha 
been misled by the false statement of the Secretary, 
He had thereby been induced to put his objection 
on the wrong ground. The Secretary supposed :: 
was easier to induce the gentleman from Indiana 
to state a falsehood, with a view of misleading the 
House and the country, than to state his justifica- 
tion on the ground now assumed by the gentleman 
from Indiana. It was obvious, from all that had 
occurred, that the Secretary had a deliberate pur- 
pose to practise a fraud, by inducing the gentleman 
from Indiana to make a statement to the House 
which the Secretary knew himself to be false. 
But, on this point, it was not necessary that he 
should longer detain the House. 

There were, however, one or two other points 
on which he desired to say a word or two. The 
gentleman from Indiana, in the course of his re- 
marks, as he learned from the published reports— 
and he really thought he had cause to complain of 
him as well as of the Secretary—made some other 
remarks which required a passing notice. When 
he (Mr. C.) spoke on that subject before, it would 
be recollected that he expressly declared that he 
desired these documents for the purpose of esta\- 
lishing two facts: first, he desired to acquit Gen- 
eral Scott of the charge of leaving General Taylor 
with asmall and insufficient force to meet the Mex- 
ican army under General Santa Anna. When he 
looked over these documents yesterday, he was 
struck with one remarkable fact. This call was 
made on the 17th of April, but the Secretary of 
War, instead of answering promptly, and sending 
those letters to this House, kept them waiting from 
ten to twelve days; and he found that on the 2st 
of April, four days after the call was made by the 
adoption of his resolution, the Secretary indites a 
letter to General Scott, which fills some forty-nine 
pages of manuscript, and is full of invective against 
the commander-in-chief; and that letter, written 
with so much labor after the call was made, he 
sends to this House as a part of the correspond- 
ence contemplated by the resolution! He really 
gave the Secretary credit for his industry. [our 
days, be it remarked, after the call was made, the 
Secretary began a tirade of abuse against General 
Scott, which, from a hasty perusal, appeared to 
throw: out imputations on the courage and honor 
of General Scott, and on all that a soldier holds 
dear. Yes, the Secretary, finding that the facts 
would come out, thought proper thus to prepare & 
defence for himself and the Administration, and at 
the same time to assail General Scott. But Gen- 
eral Scott’s character would yet stand clear before 
the country. The whole correspondence, when 
it could be brought before the country, woul 
make that appear. It would appear that Generel 
Scott was not responsible for the position in which 
General Taylor was placed. It would appear from 
the reports of the department that General Taylor 





a > 


—oO wo? el 


=< a 





27, 


some 
U Mads 
try |; nd 
NAL the 
reupoy 
Call, ¢; 
and the 
; &ban. 


ded to, 
hat he 
V mien. 
a{Mr 
ld not 
€ they 


decls. 
would 
whieh 
3) OWn 


King | 
WoW: 

plan of 
y ela 


LOM lag 


ich he 
kn Ww 
$ Plan 
tellect 
eated, 
Inte}. 
jumMan 
, had 
etary, 
ection 
sed it 
diana 
ie the 
tifica- 
leman 
t had 
B pur- 
leman 
Louse 
false. 
at he 


ints 

The 
IS re 
ris— 
in of 
other 
Vhen 
vould 
at he 
stab- 
Gen- 
aylor 
Vex- 
on he 
was 
| was 
ry of 
ding 
from 
QI st 
y the 
tesa 
nine 
ainst 
‘itten 
y he 
ond- 
pally 
Four 
, the 
neral 
od to 
onor 
olds 
facts 
ire a 
rd at 
en- 
fore 
yhen 
ould 
eral 
hich 
from 
ylor 


es. 


pad seven thousand regulars and thirteen thousand 
éve hundred volunteers, and that five thousand of 
the regulars were drawn from him for General 
-ott’s column, leaving two thousand regulars and 
a heavy volunteer force; and the Government un- 
jertook to call out nine new regiments, that Gen- 
eral Taylor might be onely sustained. General 
Taylor was then understood to be at Monterey, 
and if the Administration had kept its promise, 
(General Taylor would have been in no danger. 
The Secretary of War attempted to throw the 
blame on General Scott, but the facts would not 
bear him out. : 

Another point to which he had called the atten- 
ion of the House was, that the department had 
not supplied General Scott with adequate means 
after the capture of Vera Cruz, and to this the gen- 
feman from Indiana (Mr. Henvey] replied, and 
attempted to sustain himself by high authority. 
To a quotation from the remarks of the gentleman 
from Indiana he called the especial attention of the 
House. The gentleman undertook to sustain him- | 
self by reading extracts from the eorrespondence 
of General Scott, from one of whose letters he read 
the following: 

«The Quartermaster General (brevet Major General Jesup) 
at New Orleans has, I find, taken all proper measures, with 
judgment and promptitude, to provide everything depending 
‘on his department for the despatch and success of my expe- 
dition.”? 

Now, to understand the fairness of the gentle- 
man’s quotations, he begged the House to listen 
to the next sentence of the same letter, which the || 
gentleman from Indiana did not read: | 


« Transports, casks filled with water, &c., are accordingly 
expected to arrive here and off Tampico before the 7th of the 
next month.” 


So, then, it appeared that General Scott liberally 
cave the Quartermaster General credit, not for what 
he had done, but for what he had promised to do, | 
and for supplies expected in the course of the next 
month. Now, he had in this a right to complain of 
the gentleman from Indiana for doing what he must 
call garbling a letter. Here were two sentences 
taken together, one of which only was given by || 
the gentleman from Indiana, though the latter was | 
so intimately connected with the former. The 
gentleman from Indiana quoted the first only, which | 
was so well calculated to mislead the country. This 
was unfair to General Scott, for there were hun- 
dreds in the country who would read the speech of |) 
the honorable gentleman from Indiana who would 
never see the document from which he professed |) 
to quote. 

But, to pass to another point. The gentleman 
from Indiana also quoted from another part of his | 
(Mr. C.’s) speech, which was unfortunately not | 
accurately reported. ‘The gentleman from Indiana 
had represented him as saying that, after detailing 
General Scott’s wonderful achievements, for all 
this he had been suspended. Now, what he did 
say was, that after all his victories, General Scott 
had been suspended, without cause assigned to the | 
public, and not that he had been suspended in conse- 
quence of those victories. On the contrary, he put || 
the question, again and again, Why had General 
Scott been suspended? He on that occasion asked 
the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. McLane,] | 
who criticised one of General Scott’s orders, | 
whether he had been suspended from the command | 
on that account?) Whether this court of inquiry | 
had been gotten up to try him for an offence against | 
the rules of rhetoric or for grammatical errors? | 
He asked again, if it was on account of the cor- | 
respondence with General Worth that he was 
suspended? And here he must admit, that in one 
thing he had been mistaken, and he was ready to | 
make the amende honorable. He did say on that 
occasion, that he would not stultify the Adminis- 
tration so far as to say that they would suspend 
General Scott for anything that was in the Scott | 
and Worth correspondence. It weuld appear, | 
however, that if he was to rely on the statements | 
of the public press, he had given too much credit | 
to the Seeretary’s intellect. He was ready to re- | 
tract what he had said; for, from the letters circu- | 

lated through the newspapers, it did seem to him 
that General Scott had been suspended for writing 
that correspondence. He was nevertheless aston- 
ished, partisan as Mr. Marcy was, that a man of | 
his judicial mind could have been guilty of such an 
egregious blunder. He said judicial mind, be- || 
cause Mr. Marcy’s partisans and puffers boasted | 
that his judicial mind is felt heavily in his corre- || 
*pondence with Scott.” Until these puffs brought |) 





|, the service of that State. 


of the court?) This was precisely General Scott's 
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| . . . - } 
| it to his mind, he had forgotten that he had ever | 
been a judge; nor could he now, in looking over || 


Mr. Marcy’s judicial career, recollect any remark- | 
able decision, except the notable one made by him, 
that the State of New York owed him fifty cents 
for having his breeches mended, because torn in 
His judicial celebrity 
seemed to rest on this single decision. 

__ When Mr. Marcy used to sit upon the bench, 
if an advocate had appealed from his decision upon 
the ground that it was illegal, all this would have 
been proper enough. But suppose the party taking | 
the appeal had likewise declared that the judge was | 
actuated by malice, and that his conduct was un- | 


becoming a gentleman and a judge, would he not | 
have punished such an individual for a contempt 


case; and when, therefore, General Worth, under 
pretence of appealing, placed in General Scott’s 
hands a paper containing these charges, he prop- 
erly directed General Worth to consider himself 
under arrest. But in point of fact the appeal was 
not from the order of arrest, but simply from the 
refusal of General Scott to say that General Worth 


‘had not been implicated in one of Scott’s general 


orders against the publishers of the Leonidas letter, 
no one being named or referred to particularly in 
that order. 

The Secretary himself, however, had scarcely 
the hardihood to affirm that on so frivolous a pre- 


| text General Scott had been suspended and put on 


trial. He admits that there was no direct charge 
made by General Worth, but argues jesuitically 
that he is obliged to regard General W orth’s appeal 
as implying acharge. His (Mr. C.’s) assertion in 


| the former debate, that these were seized upon as 


mere pretexts to suspend General Scott and degrade 
him from his position, had been fully verified by 


| subsequent events; for, on the meeting of that court, 


as soon as General Scott presented himself for trial, 


| the charges were formally withdrawn. 


General Scott’s whole crime consisted in his 
having made a campaign too brilliant and glorious. 
It is a custom with Eastern despots, when one of 
their satraps or pachas fails in a campaign, to have 


| him publicly executed on his return; but, on the 


other hand, if he should be too successful, if his 


| exploits should be so brilliant and captivating as to 
‘| render him the object of envy and fear, then the 


mutes of the despot are sent to strangle him pri- 
vately with a bowstring on his way home. Mr. 
Polk, adopting this Eastern fashion, has sent out 


|| his mutes to do execution on General Scott because 
| his exploits have been so great and striking as to 


render him formidable to the President. 
He was here reminded of a rumor which he 


|| heard two weeks since, and which he then hoped 


was not true, though references subsequently made 
to the same rumor in some of the papers caused 
him to fear that there might be some foundation 
for it. It was to have been hoped, after General 
Scott had been ejected from his office, deprived of 
his sword, and disgraced, as far as the Govern- 
ment had power to disgrace him, he would have 
been permitted to return to his country. But it is 


| said that, upon the news reaching here that the 


court of inquiry was about to finish its labors and 
adjourn to the United States with the view of ex- 
amining the witnesses in this country, to prevent 
this a special messenger had been sent out forbid- 
ding them to do so, with a view to detaining Gen- 
eral Scott in that country, he being ordered to 
attend the court until its final adjournment. It 
seemed to be understood that the purpose of the 
Administration was to prevent his return to this 
country until after the National Convention shall 
have met at least, if not until the end of the year. 
If the Administration have such a purpose in view, 
he would tell them in advance they would fail of 
their object. Richard the Lion-hearted of England 
was detained for a long while in a foreign land a 
prisoner by the Austrian Duke, but he was ulti- 
mately ransomed by his subjects; and the Ameri- 
can people will ransom General Scott and liberate 
him from his captivity in a foreign land. It was a 
short despatch, something like these words, ‘* Take 


care of yourself, for the devil is let loose,” that | 


made the knees of King John shake upop his 
throne, and there may come along these lightning 
wires a similar despatch which will shake the knees 
of our King James. 

It was not necessary for him to vindicate at this 
day General Scott’s character as a military man. 
In this elaborate assault of the Secretary on Gen- 
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eral Scott he was pleased to find, that without in- 
tending it, he relieved him from the charge of 
having prevented General Taylor's onward ad- 
vance from the Rio Grande. He says that the idea 
of further movements in that quarter had never 
heen entertained by the Administrauon. He de- 
nies that any credit is due to General Scott for the 
plan of attack on Vera Cruz. He says that every 
man of common sense knew that that was the 
proper point of attack. He (Mr. C.) must remind 
the House, however, that the Administration favor- 
ed another plan, and endeavored to supersede Gen- 
eral Scott by a lieutenant general who insisted that 


|| Vera Cruz ought not to be assailed, and wished 


to supersede General Scott because he insisted on 
assailing Vera Cruz—a point regarded as impreg- 
nable by the intended heutenant general. After, 
however, the city and its fortress had been cap- 
tured, the Secretary has the effrontery to pretend 
| that everybody knew that this could be easily done. 
| As the letters now furnished would show, Geneval 
| Scott foresaw clearly how this could be effected; 
_ but the Administration do not seem to have seen 
/it. They were in the dark, as they were with 
reference to his first plan of campaign on the Rio 
Grande, wherein all his predictions had been veri- 
fied, though the Administration had condemned 
and ridiculed his views. History would yet do 
justice to his extraordinary campaign of last year. 
| He (Mr. C.) should be gratified if the Speaker's 
distinguished constituent, Prescott, the first his- 
| torian of the age, would take the subject in hand. 
He might render not less famous in after ages the 
j advance of the ten thousand Americans than 
| was the retreat of the ten thousand Greeks ren- 
dered immortal by the pen of Xenophon. The 
| Administration might try in vain to decry Gen- 
eral Scott. It might try in vain to place Pillow 
}and its other minions above him. He stands 
| on an elevation beyond their reach. ‘The opin- 
ion of the country _ undergone a great change 





in relation to General Scott within a few years 
| past. The circumstances under which he first 
acquired distinction were well known. It was 
| after a series of disasters on our northern frontier 
| during the late war with Great Britain, after Hull 
| had surrendered, and our army had been defeated 
| and disgraced almost every where, that he attracted 
| public attention. He at once succeeded in giving 
| discipline and courage to the troops that he com- 
| manded. His first action at Queenstown was 
| sufficient to make him prominent. With only 
| three hundred and fifty men he crossed the river 
| and effected a landing in the face of the British 
;army. He kept his position during a great part 
| of the day against immense odds until more than 
| half his foree was destroyed—his men never giving 
| way, and himself a mark for the sharpshooters; 

nor did he surrender until it became evident that 
| the remainder of the American army could not be 
| induced to cross the river to his support. This 
| was the only defeat he ever met, if, under the cir- 
| cumstances, it ought not to be regarded as a vic- 
tory. From that ime forward he was successful 
|| in every struggle. His name of ‘* Winfield,”’ at 

which the Secretary sneers, is characteristic of 
| his career. He (Mr. ©.) need barely refer to his 
| victories at Fort George, Chippewa, and Lundy’s 
| Lane, over the veterans of England. We regard 
| the recent battles in Mexico as bloody, and they 
| have been so. The batue of Buena Vista was not 
| only most glorious, but it is justly regarded as 
| perhaps the most bloody. General Taylor’s loss 
| was seven hundred and one out of a force of five 
| thousand, or nearly one-seventh of his entire force, 
|| But at Lundy’s Lane, the brigade commanded by 
Scott, which bore the brunt of the fight before the 
| reserve came up, and which was victorious, and 
| drove from the field an enemy greatly superior in 
| numbers—this brigade lost mors than half its num- 
| bes in killed and wounded; Scott himself, besides 
| having two horses killed under him, was twice 
| wounded, and the second time, supposed to be 
| dead, was left on the ground for a time. It was, 
| he (Mr. C.) believed, after General Scott received 

the first wound that he conducted Miller’s regi- 

ment up the hill to carry the heavy battery. In 
j all these engagements General Scott not only 
| showed, while in action, the highest degree of 
| skill, but he succeeded in infusing into his soldiers 
} a courage which nothing could overcome, and 


| which revented any body of men that he com- 











| manded from giving way under any circumstances, 
Ney could hold Napoleon’s 
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old guard longer under the fire of the enemy’s '| strong man. Was he really sincere in recommend- 


arullery than did Scott keep the American regi- 
ments steady under the heaviest fire. These qual- 
ities he was known to possess at the close of the 
late war; but since he has been elevated to the 
chief command, he has exhibited other high qual- 
ities—foresight, discretion, prudence, vast powers 
of combination. As illustrative of the character 
he has acquired, he (Mr. C.) heard a distinguished 
officer the other day remark to a brother officer, 
both recently from Mexico, that when going into 
battle under Scott every soldier felt confident that, 
if there was a chance to win, their General would 
know it. He has not only been victorious, but he 
has so shaped his attack as to make it tell most 
heavily on the enemy. Hence they saw no drawn 
battles in his campaign. No matter how great the 
superiority of numbers possessed by his enemy; 
no matter how strong the position occupied by 
him, General Scott always found means to turn 
that position and attack his enemy in flank and 
rear, so as to annihilate his army and capture all 
his artillery. ‘This last Napoleon regarded as the 
test of decisiveness of a victory. But gentlemen 
on the opposite side were endeavoring to embar- 
rass General Scott the more by speaking of him as 
a Presidential candidate. The gentleman from 
Maryland, |Mr. McLane,] ina part of his former 
speech, which he (Mr. C.) did not hear, repre- 
sented him (Mr. ©.) as having brought up General 
Scott as a Presidential candidate; but he had done 
nothing of the kind. On the contrary, he forbore 
to do it, knowing that it would be unfortunate for 
General Scott to beso spoken of at that time. He 
being wronged by the Administration, of course 
its party presses would not defend him; and from 
the circumstance of his having been formally spoken 
of as a Whig candidate for that office, the greater 
vortion of the Whig press is afraid to speak out in 
Nis behalf, because most of the papers have taken 
up Mr. Clay, General Taylor, or some one else, 
and are afraid to do justice to General Scott, lest 
he should thereby be brought up in the way of 
their favorites. Hence the Administration and its 


instruments have been allowed to worry him at 
their will, without that burst of indignation which 
their misconduct ought to have called up. 


Weall 


understand this; General Scott himself understands | 


it, but he looks for ultimate justice at the hands of 
his countrymen. 


Did gentlemen suppose that the Whigs would | 


stand calmly by and see General Scott worried in 
this manner? Without saying he was in favor of 
General Scott as a candidate for the Presidency, 
and without affirming that he was the best they 


had to bring forward, yet he would say to the | 


gentiemen on the other side of the House, that, 
whether he was as good as some others or not, 
he was strong enough to beat any candidate of 
their party. 

The gentleman thought that General Scott would 


not do for the Presidency, because, while he ad- | 


mitted he was a great man in great things, he was 
but a small man in little things. The gentleman 
thought, thatif he was a little man in little things, 
he would not do to make a President; and Mr. C. 
was, indeed, ready to admit that the office of Pres- 
ident, as that office had of late been administered, 
seemed to be a very small thing; so small, as to be 
unworthy of the attention or desire of a truly great 
man. But he differed in this matter with the gen- 
tleman. He thought that in the proper govern- 
ment of this nation of more than twenty millions, 
the wise management of all its foreign and domes- 
tic relations was a great matter. It had been said 
of the worst King that England ever had, that 
* He never said a foolish thing, 
Nor ever did a wise one.” 

Sut the gentleman admitted that Scott was the re- 
verse of this; that in action he was great, though 
in words unwise. Then, according to that in- 
stance, he being the reverse of Charles, ought to 
make a first-rate President. Mr. C. would say to 
the honorable gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
McLawne,] that he was infinitely obliged to him for 
his advice. ‘The gentleman was avowedly a Dem- 
ecrat, and as such, he advised the Whigs not to 
run General Scott. Now, Mr. C. had always un- 
derstood that it was wise to learn from an adver- 
sary, but he supposed he ought to avoid what his 
adversary recommended. As a Democrat, the gen- 
tleman ought to desire that the Whigs should be 
defeated; and, so wishing, it was very consistent 
in him to desire that the Whigs should not run a 


| 


| owe General Scott a debt of gratitude. 


by playing tne part of a Mexican Whig to his own 
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ing General Scout as a Whig candidate, and there- | 


party,in giving aid and cumfortto theenemy? He | 


might, some of these mornings, find himself read 
out of the Democratic church, by an editorial in 
the Union, as his associate from Pennsylvania had 
been, | Mr. Witmor.]} y 
had said about the soup letter, Mr. C. thought the 
John Donkey could better reply to this part of the 


speech than any one else, and give a picture of the | 


gallant Scout administering soup to Santa Anna and 
Mr. Polk. 


| who sat in safety on their cushioned 


As to what the gentleman | 


__ April 27, 


detain the House in speaking either of his 
or his civil qualifications. But he should alway 
hold himself ready to defend a brother W ys 
when unjustly aspersed by small and sé 


Military 


rt Whig 
Ifish men, 


4 j I chairs here 
at Washington, and wrote tirades against the brave 


officers of our army who had periled their lives ir 
the high places of the field. a 

Mr. C. went on to say that he had been glad ty 
witness that at length the Secretary of War evinced 


_ a disposition to do justice to the reputation of Gen- 


Santa Anna thought it too much pep- | 


pered at Cerro Gordo, and other places, and Mr. | 


Polk will find it very hasty, and scalding hot. 
Why, a much stronger charge had been made 
against President Harrison. ‘They had charged 
him with drinking hard cider, which was then con- 
sidered more dangerous than drinking soup in our 
day. ‘They had proved, too, that he lived in a 
log-cabin, and, moreover, it was proved, by certifi- 


cates gotten up in Indiana, that he sold poor white | 


men and women for debt; but all these weighty 


charges did not prevent the State of Indiana trom | 


casting her vote for him as President, and he went 
in by an overwheJming majority, having been the 


choice of all the States of the Union but seven. | 


rieavier charges had been made against him than 
against General Scott; but they could not prevent 
the people from gratefully remembering his ser- 
vices on the fronuef. No more would all the 


| parade made about hot soup make any impression. 


Lhe popular mind would rest upon Vera Cruz and 
its formidable castle; the mountain pass of Cerro 
Gordo; the storming of Contreras and Churubus- 
co, the heights of Chapultepec, and the walls of 
Mexico; or, it might be, that their recollection 
would be carried back more than thirty years, to 
the brilliant achievements at Queenstown and Chip- 
pewa, or the night fight at Niagara, the bloodiest 
and best-contested battle ever fought on the Amer- 
ican continent. Such allegations as were urged 


against him by this Administration would have no | 


more weight on the popular mind than a feather 
would when thrown upon a whirlwind. 
gentleman very well knew; and it was no wonder 


that they desired that Scott should be kept out of 


the field. 


This the | 


| conduct. 


_ time by Scott at Cerro Gordo, and driven back 


eral Taylor. After having been persecuted for two 
years by the Secretary, that heroic old man Was 
now lauded in the tirade of invective against Gene. 
ral Scott. The whole country would understand 
this to be hypocritical. The Secretary now lauds 
Taylor when he does not need it, in the hope to 
injure Scott. This is in keeping with his former 
He left General Taylor to fight the ha. 

tle of Buena Vista with inferior forces. After 
Santa Anna had been defeated there, and a second 
OF 

Mexico, the department sent him a large hae 
which he did-not need, withholding it from Scott, 


| who did need it, thereby delaying his advance fo, 


three months at Puebla. After he had to advance 
and conquer the country with only ten thousand 
men, they then sent him reinforcements. Pre. 
viously, to excuse their negligence, and diminish 
his credit, they represented him as having thirty 


| thousand men, when he had but one-third of that 


number; and they now pretended, in the corre. 
spondence just sent in, thatthey had sent him more 
transports and wagons than were ever forwarded 
tohim. But Mr. C. said his object was not to 
forestall the decision of the Whig National Cop- 
vention, nor to express a preference for a Presi- 
dential candidate. He was well convinced the 
Whigs could beat their opponents with any candi- 
date they might agree to set up. 

Mr. HOUSTON, of Alabama, obtained the floor, 

Mr. VINTON made an unsuccessful effort to 
postpone the further consideration of the resolution, 
and go into Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union. 


There was another reason why they did not | 


wish him brought forward. ‘The country had just 


been passing through a war, and the Whig party | 


felt it to be its duty to denounce the Admunistra- 


sides against our country. They were in the 
habit of calling gentlemen on Mr. C.’s side of the 


House British Whigs, and some of them Mex- | 
ican Whigs; but they would not dare to say that | 


Winfield Scott was either a British Whig or a 
Mexican Whig. 
nition would be rendered useless, and they did not 
like to waste it. They well knew, and were not 
likely to forget, that Scott had some forty or fifty 


thousand voters in the ranks of his army—all of | 


them ardently attached to him, and all of them indig- 
nant at the manner in which he had been suspend- 


ed and tried in the presence of the enemy whom | 
Most of these were likely to | 
prove active partisans, and, at all events, they 
would be dangerous witnesses in his favor. They | 


he had conquered. 


had once charged General Harrison with being a 


coward, and they had learned by bitter experience | 


what was the practical result of such a charge 


brought against such a man, when one of his old | 


soldiers was brought up to refute it. There are 
many yet surviving who fought under Scott on 
the Canada lines, and a still larger number who 
have been with him in Mexico. 


his behalf, against such charges trumped up by | 


envy and imbecility to prostrate their gallant leader. 


They knew that all that ammu- | 


Mr. HOUSTON spoke in reply to the speech 
of Mr. Cirneman, but turned himself round, soas 
to be, for the most part, unintelligible to reporters 
on the right of the Chair. 

He was understood to charge Mr. C. with hav- 
ing repeated the speech which he had made on the 


: ; ‘| stump in 1840; and, there was but little need of 
tion for the manner in which it had gotten us into | 


the war, and hence they charged us with taking | 


answering it now. Mr. H. referred to the extracts 
Mr. C. had read in relation to the charges against 


'| General Pillow: had the gentleman’s object been 


| not to serve a party purpose, but merely to inform 


| rious or respectable source. 


the country, he would have said that these extracts 
related aaly to General Pillow’s defence and not 
the public business. 

The charge against the Secretary of War would 
have been very serious if proceeding from any se- 
It was said that Sec- 


retary Marcy had attempted a fraud; but where 


was the proof to substantiate such a charge? Were 


|| there any facts established which would justify 


these public remarks against a distinguished fune- 
tionary of the Government? And was not the gen- 
tleman hazarding too much to advance such & 
charge in the face of the document which had been 


| laid on the tables of all the members of that House? 


But Mr. H. was not going to enter into a discus- 
sion of this subject; he had risen for a different 
purpose. ' 

he gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cuixe- 


_ MAN] had been working on this matter for months 
| past: he had been ‘wiring in and wiring out 


hey would now | 
prove ready witnesses and zealous combatants in | 


against Secretary Marcy for a long while, till at 
length the gentleman had got himself into a more 


harmless position than Mr. H. had ever ex cted 


There was no section of this Union that did not | 


He had | 


performed important public services on the bound- | 


ary in Maine; on the borders of Canada; in the 


torical records of every part of our country; in )| 
every quarter he had shown himself to be both a | 


statesman and a warrior. : 
Mr. C. had not risen with the purpose of deliv- 


1} 
ii 


him to occupy: he had ensconced himsel very 
snugly in a pair of the Secretary’s old ee 
there he was quite safe; and if the hole, of whic 

he (Mr. C.) had spoken, should not prove large 
enough for his escape, there he was likely to stay, 


with Mr. H.’s entire consent, for the rest of the 


Northwest; in the South, as well as in Mexico. || session. 


His name was honorably connected with the his- || 


Mr. H. would now do what he had risen to do, 
and that was, to move the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER asked Mr. Hovsron’s indul- 
gence but for a moment, to state, from the Com- 


| mittee on Printing, that the type had been taken 


ering a eulogium on General Scott. He had been |! down which contained the former reported. corre- 


drawn into saying thus much only in reply to gen- 
tlemen who had assailed him. He should not long 


1 


spondence, and if the extra number now propo 
were to be printed, the composition would have t 
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